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Abstract

In this paper, using the concept of Lewis Riesenfeld invariant quantum operator method for finding

continuous eigenvalues of quantum mechanical wave functions we derive the analytical expressions for

the cosmological geometric phase, which is commonly identified to be the Pancharatnam Berry phase

from primordial cosmological perturbation scenario. We compute this cosmological geometric phase from

two possible physical situations, (1) In the absence of Bell’s inequality violation and (2) In the presence

of Bell’s inequality violation having the contributions in the sub Hubble region (−kτ � 1), super Hubble

region (−kτ � 1) and at the horizon crossing point (−kτ = 1) for massless field (m/H � 1), partially

massless field (m/H ∼ 1) and massive/heavy field (m/H � 1), in the background of quantum field

theory of spatially flat quasi De Sitter geometry. The prime motivation for this work is to investigate the

various unknown quantum mechanical features of primordial universe. To give the realistic interpretation

of the derived theoretical results we express everything initially in terms of slowly varying conformal time

dependent parameters, and then to connect with cosmological observation we further express the results in

terms of cosmological observables, which are spectral index/tilt of scalar mode power spectrum (nζ) and

tensor-to-scalar ratio (r). Finally, this identification helps us to provide the stringent numerical constraints

on the Pancharatnam Berry phase, which confronts well with recent cosmological observation.

Keywords: Geometric Phase, Bell’s inequality violation, QFT of De Sitter space,

Cosmology, Quantum Information Theory.
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1 Introduction and Summary

The Pancharatnam Berry phase is appearing within the framework of quantum mechanics particularly for

pure quantum states where the physical system under consideration undergo slowly varying cyclic evolution

[1, 2]. For mixed quantum states the more generalised version of the geometric phase is commonly known

as Uhlmann phase [3]. These geometric phases are treated as the remarkable generalization of quantum

adiabatic theorem [4–7] and this concept is very nearly related to the well known Born–Oppenheimer

approximation [8, 9]. It has a very diverse application in the different areas of theoretical physics including

atomic physics, condensed matter physics, quantum optics, nuclear physics, elementary particle physics

and now in the context of cosmology which is our prime area of interest in this paper. Initially the

concept of geometric phase was appeared in the framework of the well known Aharonov-Bohm effect [10–

14]. But later the more generalized extended version of this geometric phase, which is the Pancharatnam

Berry phase was appeared to describe a quantum state which is influenced by a slowly varying adiabatic

change in a parameter dependent quantum mechanical Hamiltonian of the system under consideration.

Most importantly, this adiabatic change in the parameter of the corresponding Hamiltonian happened

in a closed cyclic path for which after traversing the complete trajectory it returns to it initial value at

which it starts the adiabatic change in the parameter. As an outcome, the corresponding wave function

of the quantum mechanical Hamiltonian of the system under consideration pick up a geometric phase,

which is identified to be the Pancharatnam Berry phase and it basically depends on the closed path on

which the adiabatic slow change was performed. To avoid any further confusion it is important to note

that, this geometric phase is completely different from the usual dynamical phase which is appearing as

an out come of unitary time evolution of the Hamiltonian of the quantum system under consideration.

Apart from having a very strong quantum mechanical origin such possibilities also appear in the classical

phenomena where it is commonly identified as Hannay angle [15]. There exists a semi-classical map

which connects the concept of the geometric phases in quantum mechanical and classical processes where

the adiabatic evolution play significant role. It has a very deeper connection with experiments as well

where the appearance, its validity and justifiability can be tested in the context of quantum optics-

photonics experiments, quantum computational experiments and many areas related to the fundamental

and foundational aspects of quantum mechanics. Apart from having the huge progress in the many related

areas of quantum mechanics there are various progress has been made within the framework of primordial

aspects of cosmology where the the quantum mechanical effects are dominant in the time line of our

universe. See refs. [16–23] for details on this issue.

Next we come to the prime subject area of this paper, which is primordial cosmology within which we

compute and estimate the Pancharatnam Berry phase. The underlying physics of primordial cosmological

perturbation theory [24–38] and its connection with the quantum field theory of De Sitter space [33, 35, 38–

40] is one of the most useful framework using which one can able to address various underlying unknown

physical phenomena appearing at the quantum regime, classical regime and at the quantum to classical

transition region. The great success of this set up is that, it is successfully capable to generate the seeds

which are appearing from the metric perturbations in spatially flat de Sitter background geometry and

finally generate scalar and tensor modes of fluctuations out of that. These fluctuations can be tested via

the quantum correlations in various observational probes related to CMB experiments. Though from the

measured data and from the tested theories of primordial universe it is very clear that it is impossible at

present to break the degeneracy among the predictions of various models and rule out them with high

statistical accuracy. To to do that either one need to increase the statistical accuracy of various upcoming

or running observational probes or to look for some new physics by incorporating various unknown physical

aspects appearing in the context of primordial cosmology. Upgrading the observational probes is a very

costly way to address this issue and we are not very that very sure when exactly that can be easily can

be implemented in a cost effective fashion. On the other hand, we believe the second possibility is very

effective in the realistic physical ground. The series of possibilities can appear which one can incorporate
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to study the effect of new physics and its impact in the cosmological observables that can be tested in

ongoing or near future CMB related experiments, which are:

1. Measurement of tensor-to-scalar ratio is the one of the important issues in this list which can solely

confirm the signature of primordial gravitational waves [37, 41–71] and also the detection of which

confirms the scale of inflationary paradigm,

2. Measurement of primordial non-Gaussian features [33, 35, 38, 62, 72–95] in the cosmological correla-

tions from equal time correlation functions at late time scale is another important aspects detection

of which can serve as a strong probe to rule out various models of primordial universe,

3. Measuring the various features of primordial power spectrum having spectral running and sufficient

non negligible deviation from the scale invariance [44, 60, 96–98] is another important feature which

can serve the purpose,

4. Finding out new cosmological consistency relations [43, 45, 48, 99–101] also going to help to address

this important issue.

5. Impact of Bell’s inequality violation [102–108] in cosmological observables and the direct comparison

with the possibility where Bell’s inequality violation is not appearing is another important aspects

which can suffice the above mentioned purpose.

6. Detecting the direct signatures or putting stringent constraints from the present data from vari-

ous types of geometric phases at the different cosmological scales are the another important issue

which also can address the above mentioned motivation of incorporating new physics in primordial

cosmological paradigm. There are two possible phases appearing in the present literature, A. Pan-

charatnam Berry phase for the pure quantum states [1, 2, 5–7] and B. Uhlmann phase for the mixed

quantum states [3, 109–114].

7. Quantification of correlations when out-of-equilibrium aspects are dominant and this can be done

using the concept of out-of-time-ordered-correlation (OTOC) functions [115–126].

In this paper, we have actually studied the possibility of having Pancharatnam Berry phase for the pure

quantum states in absence and in presence of Bell’s inequality violation within the framework of primordial

cosmology. The detailed outcomes and the related interpretations are appended below point-wise:

1. Massless field case: In this possibility we have explored the possibility of having either m(τ)/H � 1

or m(τ)/H → 0, so that one can able to completely neglect the contribution of the mass in the

primordial cosmological perturbation of scalar modes completely. This is identified as the Massless

field case.

2. Partially Massless field case: In this possibility we have explored the possibility of having either

m(τ)/H = 1 exactly or m(τ)/H ≈ 1, so that one can able to take care of the contribution of the mass

in the primordial cosmological perturbation of scalar modes. This is identified to be the Partially

Massless field case.

3. Massive field case: Last but not the least, in this possibility we have explored the possibility of

having m(τ)/H � 1, so that one can able to significantly take care of the contribution of the mass

in the primordial cosmological perturbation of scalar modes. This is a very interesting situation in

the principal mass series and is identified to be the partially Heavy/Massive field case.

The prime highlighting points of the present work are appended below point-wise:
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• In this paper we have provided the analytical computation of the Pancharatnam Berry phase within

the framework of primordial cosmology by incorporating the possibility of having no Bell violation

and the Bell violation for the massless, partially massless and massive/heavy field case.

• We also have provided the numerical constraints on the amplitude of the Pancharatnam Berry phase

derived in this paper which confronts well the present observational cosmological data.

The organization of this paper is as follows point-wise:

• In section (2), we provide a brief review on the subject of geometric phase within the framework

of quantum mechanics. In this section we have made a clear statement regarding the differences

between the usual dynamical phase appearing as an outcome of unitary time of evolution of the

Hamiltonian and the Pancharatnam Berry phase.

• Before going to the further technical details of the computation of Pancharatnam Berry phase within

the framework of primordial cosmology in section (3), we provide a very simple example of computing

the corresponding phase in the context of inverted harmonic oscillator model having time dependent

frequency.

• In section (4), we provide the explicit computation of the relevant eigenfunction needed to derive

the Pancharatnam Berry phase within the framework of primordial cosmology by following Lewis

Riesenfeld invariant trick as discussed in the previous section.

• Next in section (5), we provide the further details of the analytical computation of the Pancharatnam

Berry phase within the framework of primordial cosmology where we have expressed the results in

terms of the slowly varying conformal time dependent parameters.

• Further in section (6), we first express the derived theoretical results of the Pancharatnam Berry

phase in terms of cosmological observables, such as, scalar spectral index/tilt and tensor-to-scalar

ratio respectively both for non Bell violating and for the Bell violating cases.

• Finally in section (7), we conclude with relevant future prospects/directions from our analysis per-

formed in this paper.

2 Brief review on Geometric Phase in Quantum Mechanics

In this section we briefly review on the geometric phase appearing within the framework of quantum

mechanics. We believe this discussion will help us the rest of the content of the paper. In general

prescription the geometric phase treated to be phase difference which is appearing in a cycle, where

the quantum system under consideration is participating in a cyclic adiabatic process. This is actually

originated from the pure geometric properties of the quantum mechanical Hamiltonian under consideration.

In the corresponding literature this geometric phase is commonly known as the Pacharatnam - Berry phase

[1, 2]. Later in this construction a more generalized version, a topological extended version which is the

Aharonov–Anandan phase [10–14] was introduced to deal with the gauge-invariant generalization of the

previously mentioned Pacharatnam - Berry phase. Aharonov–Anandan phase was actually computed in

terms of closed loops of the quantum mechanical system, which is not necessarily follow the adiabatic

process. Most importantly, in this computation, no parameters from the Hamiltonian from the quantum

mechanical system have been used [23]. Later a further generalized version of this computation was

proposed, where both the unitary and cyclic evolution features of the quantum system was not considered

[23, 127–130].

It was pointed in the computation of Pacharatnam - Berry phase [1, 2] that when the parameters of a

quantum mechanical system are adiabatically changing in a cyclic closed path, the corresponding quantum
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Different sources of Geometric Phases in Physics

Phases invented Year Physical context Type of phase
Pancharatnam 1956 [1] Optics Adiabatic

2021 Cosmology with Bell’s inequality vio-
lation (present work)

Aharonov–Bohm 1959 [10] QED Topological
Abelian anyons 1977 [23] Condensed Matter Topological

1982 [23]
1984 [23]

Berry 1984 [2] Quantum Mechanics Adiabatic
2013 [20, 21] Cosmology
2021 Cosmology with Bell’s inequality vio-

lation (present work)
Aharonov–Casher 1984 [131] QED Topological
Hannay angle 1985 [15] Classical Mechanics Adiabatic
Uhlmann 1986 [3] Quantum Mechanics Adiabatic
Aharonov–Anandan 1987 [6] Quantum Mechanics Topological
Zak 1989 [132] Condensed Matter Non-topological, non-

adiabatic

Table 2.1: In this table we have pointed different sources of Geometric Phases appearing in the context
of Physics. We have taken the help from ref. [23] to give the correct information regarding the year of
invention. Also we have updated the list by including the contributions from the cosmology literature in
this connection.

phase of its eigenstate not necessarily return to its initial value from which it started changing. In this

construction suppose a quantum mechanical system starts adiabatically changing from its n-th eigenstate

|n(R), 0〉 of the Hamiltonian H(R), where R represent the parameters in the Hamiltonian. Now, following

the principle of adiabatic theorem one can explicitly write down the expression for the eigenstate |n(R), t〉 of

the instantaneous Hamiltonian at any time t. In this computation when the representative parameters R of

the Hamiltonian H(R) complete a cycle C, the final state of the Hamiltonian H(R) will return to its initial

value from which it was started changing and along with this an additional time dependent phase factor

will appear which is not at all appearing from the dynamical time evolution of the Hamiltonian H(R).

This additional time dependent phase factor depends only on the geometry of the path C considered in this

computation. In this context, one can explicitly show that under approximation the coefficient of the n-th

quantum mechanical eigen state can be expressed as [1, 2]gn(t) = gn(0) exp(iγn [C] (t)) ∀ n = 0, 1, · · · ,∞,
where γn [C] (t) is the well known Pacharatnam - Berry phase [1, 2] which is defined in terms of the

eigenstate |n, t〉 of the instantaneous Hamiltonian for the adiabatic change in the parameters R of the

Hamiltonian H(R) over a complete cyclic path C as, γn [C] (t) := i
∮
C A(R) . dR, where the newly

introduced symbol A(R) signifies the Pacharatnam - Berry connection, which is defined as, A(R) :=

〈n(R), t|∇R|n(R), t〉. In this context, the Pacharatnam - Berry connection can be interpreted as the

generalized vector potential for the quantum mechanical system under consideration. Here, ∇R represents

the gradient vector differential operator defined in the parameter space R of the Hamiltonian H(R) and

i =
√
−1. This expression actually represents the holonomy in a line bundle, which further implies

the geometrical measure of the collapse of preserving the quantum mechanical data when it is parallel

transported around a closed path C under the influence in the adiabatic change in the parameters R of the

Hamiltonian H(R). In the table 2.1, we have pointed different sources of Geometric Phases appearing in

the context of Physics including the recent development within the framework of Cosmology including our

contribution in the list. We believe this information will be helpful to know about the previous remarkable

contributions in this direction.

The concept of geometric phases are actually deep rooted to the topological aspects of physics which is

appearing in the context of a quantum system having Hilbert space H, and the corresponding parameter

space of this Hilbert space adiabatically changes the previously mentioned parameters R in the differential
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manifoldM. This is technically identified to be a vector bundle, which basically consists of the differential

manifold M which is embedded within the product Hilbert space M⊗ H, where the definition of the

differential vector operator ∇R is not very simple. In this context, the fundamental computable quantity

is the Pacharatnam - Berry connection, A(R), which physicists use to compute frequently in different

contexts. This Pacharatnam - Berry connection allows to perform the differentiation of ket vector |ψ(R(t))〉
over the parameters R by providing a trick to promote them from the Hilbert space H to the product

Hilbert spaceM⊗H. This process is technically identified to be the parallel transport phenomena, where

the corresponding Pacharatnam - Berry phase γ is smoothly defined. This is particularly a very important

condition which helps to parallel transport of |ψ(R(t))〉. Parallel transport operation in the product Hilbert

space M⊗H, along a closed path C maps the quantum mechanical state ψ(R) to the following [23]:

|ψ(R(t))〉 −→ ˜|ψ(R(t))〉 := OLin(γ(t),A(R))|ψ(R(t))〉, (2.1)

where OLin(γ(t),A(R)) is identified to be a linear map and commonly in this literature is known as the

holonomy of the closed path C̃. It can be explicitly established that the Pacharatnam - Berry curvature is

the outcome of the holonomy of an infinitesimally small loop C̃ in this construction. Also it is important

to note that, the Pacharatnam - Berry curvature integral over a surface S bounded by the previously

mentioned holonomy’s closed small loop C̃ give rise to finally the expression for the Pacharatnam - Berry

phase in this construction, as given by [23]:

γ(t) : = i

∫ t

0

dt′ ˜〈ψ(R(t′))|
(
d

dt′

)
˜|ψ(R(t′))〉 where . ˜|ψ(R(t′ = t))〉 = ˜|ψ(R(t′ = 0))〉.

= i

∮
C̃

˜〈ψ(R(t′))|
(
DC̃
) ˜|ψ(R(t′))〉. (2.2)

Here DC̃ is the differential operator defined on the small loop C̃. The above mentioned integral have

deeper understandings within the framework of topological physics which finally corresponds to an integer,

which determines Chern Class [23] of the topological bundle’s Pacharatnam - Berry connection. This is

completely different with respect to the dynamical phase appearing in the quantum mechanical system.

In this construction the dynamical phase is given by [23]:

δ(t) : = −
∫ t

0

dt′ 〈ψ(R(t′))|H(R(t′))|ψ(R(t′))〉 where H(R(t′))|ψ(R(t′)) = E(t′)|ψ(R(t′)). (2.3)

In this paper by following the same notion we will first show how the geometric phase can be computed

for a given simple toy model of inverted harmonic oscillator (IHO) in quantum mechanics. Next, we will

extend this idea to estimate the geometric phase by doing a detailed computation within the context of

Cosmological Perturbation Theory in terms of scalar and tensor modes of quantum mechanical fluctuations

in the early universe. As we proceed it will be more clear how the mentioned geometric phases can be

explicitly computed and physically interpreted.

3 Time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator in Quantum Mechanics

In this section, we explicitly discuss the important role of time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator

within the framework of Quantum Mechanics in finding the expression for the geometric phase. Partic-

ularly, in this paper we are interested in time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator because in Cosmo-

logical Perturbation Theory the scalar and tensor mode of quantum fluctuations can also be expressed in

terms of time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator in conformal time scale. This analogy will help us

to promote the computational technique of finding the geometric phase within the framework of Quantum

Mechanics to Cosmology.
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3.1 The toy model in Quantum Mechanics

Let us start with a toy model of a general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator, which is described

by the following action:

S =

∫
dt L

(
q(t),

(
dq(t)

dt

))
, (3.1)

where the Lagrangian of the system is given by the following expression:

L

(
q(t),

(
dq(t)

dt

))
= m(t)

[
1

2

(
dq(t)

dt

)2

+
1

2

(
ω2(t) + f2(t)

)
q2(t)− f(t)q(t)

(
dq(t)

dt

)]
. (3.2)

where q(t) is the generalized coordinate, m(t) is the time-dependent mass, ω(t) is the time-dependent

frequency and f(t) is a general time-dependent coupling parameter of the inverted harmonic oscillator in

this construction. Here it is important to note that the second term which is representing the potential

energy of the inverted harmonic oscillator appearing with a negative sign compared to the usual harmonic

oscillator model. The prime reason is in this construction the frequency of the harmonic oscillator ω(t) is

actually replaced by iω(t) within the context of inverted harmonic oscillator and this explain the origin of

an additional negative signature in the potential energy. At this point, we have not chosen any particular

time dependence in the coupling parameter y(t), time-dependent mass m(t) and in the time-dependent

frequency ω(t). But later if it is required we will choose some specific models for the time-dependence to

solve the problem.

After varying the stated action for the general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator, we get the

following Euler-Lagrange equation:[
d2

dt2
+ G(t)

d

dt
− ω2

eff(t)

]
q(t) = 0. (3.3)

The effective time-dependent frequency ω2
eff(t) is defined as:

ω2
eff(t) :=

(
ω2(t) + f2(t) + G(t)f(t) +

df(t)

dt

)
where G(t) :=

d lnm(t)

dt
. (3.4)

For a given model of the time-dependence of m(t), ω(t) and f(t) it may possible to find analytical or

numerical solutions of the equation of motion of the mentioned model of general time-dependent inverted

harmonic oscillator. In the next section, we will also clear the one to one correspondence between the

above mentioned general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator model with the quantum fluctuating

scalar and tensor modes which are appearing in the Fourier space analysis of Cosmological Perturbation

Theory set up.

3.2 Construction of Hamiltonian for general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator

in Quantum Mechanics

In this subsection we construct the classical as well as the quantum mechanical Hamiltonian of the general

time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator model constructed in the previous subsection.

To serve this purpose, first of all we compute the canonically conjugate momentum Πq(t) for the

generalized coordinate q(t) for the general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator, which is given by
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the following expression:

Πq(t) =

∂L

(
q(t),

(
dq(t)

dt

))
∂

(
dq(t)

dt

) = m(t)

[(
dq(t)

dt

)
− f(t)q(t)

]
. (3.5)

Using this equation one can able to express the generalized velocity with respect to the canonically con-

jugate momentum Πq(t) and substituting it in the corresponding Legendre transformation the classical

Hamiltonian for the general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator model is derived as:

H (q(t),Πq(t)) =

[
1

2m(t)
Π2
q(t)−

1

2
m(t)ω2(t)q2(t) + f(t)Πq(t)q(t)

]
. (3.6)

Now to construct the quantum mechanical Hamiltonian operator for the general time-dependent in-

verted harmonic oscillator model we promote the classical solutions (q(t),Πq(t)) as the quantum operator

(q̂(t), Π̂q(t)) and also use the following equal time commutation relation,
[
q̂(t), Π̂q(t)

]
= i. Consequently

the quantum Hamiltonian operator can be expressed as:

Ĥ
(
q̂(t), Π̂q(t)

)
=

[
1

2m(t)
Π̂2
q(t)−

1

2
m(t)ω2(t)q̂2(t) +

1

2
f(t)

(
Π̂q(t)q̂(t) + q̂(t)Π̂q(t)

)]
=

[
− 1

2m(t)
∂̂2
q −

1

2
m(t)ω2(t)q̂2(t)− i

2
f(t)− i

2
f(t)q̂(t)∂̂q

]
. (3.7)

where we have used, Π̂q(t) = −i∂̂q.

3.3 Lewis Riesenfeld invariant trick in Quantum Mechanics

In this subsection we discuss about the Lewis Riesenfeld invariant trick for computing continuous eigenval-

ues in the context of general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator model mentioned in the previous

subsection. See refs. [133–135] for more details to know about this formalism. The well known statement

of this good old trick is as follows. Let us consider a Hermitian operator ÎLR(t) and this is identified to

be an invariant operator for a given quantum system when the following condition is satisfied explicitly

[133–135]:

dÎLR(t)

dt
=
∂ÎLR(t)

∂t
+ i
[
Ĥ(t), ÎLR(t)

]
= 0, (3.8)

where Ĥ(t) is the time-dependent general Hamiltonian of a quantum mechanical system. The most general

solution of the corresponding time-dependent Schrödinger equation of the quantum system can be written

as [133–135]:

Ψ(q, t) =

∫
dλ J (λ) exp

(
iγLR
λ (t)

)
Φλ(q, t), (3.9)

where we have taken integration over all possible continuous eigenvalues in this construction to find out

the expression for the most general solution. Here the eigenvalue dependent function, J (λ) is defined in

terms of the following phase dependent overlap as [133–135]:

J (λ) = exp
(
−iγLR

λ (0)
)
〈Φλ(q, 0)|Ψ(q, 0)〉. (3.10)
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Also it is important to note that, the function Φλ(q, t) is identified to be eigenfunction of the invariant

operator ÎLR(t) which satisfies the following eigenvalue equation in the present context [133, 134]:

ÎLR(t)Φλ(q, t) = λΦλ(q, t). (3.11)

Most importantly, the Lewis Riesenfeld phase factor γLR
λ (t) can be computed from the following expression:

γLR
λ (t) : = γPB

λ (t) + δDynamical
λ (t), (3.12)

where, the Pancharatnam-Berry phase and the dynamical phase for the continuous eigenvalue λ in this

construction can be expressed as:

γPB
λ (t) : = i

∫ t

0

dt′ 〈Φλ(q, t′)|
(
∂

∂t′

)
|Φλ(q, t′)〉, (3.13)

δDynamical
λ (t) = −

∫ t

0

dt′ 〈Φλ(q, t′)|Ĥ(t′)|Φλ(q, t′)〉. (3.14)

By following this trick one can construct the following invariant operator for the general time-dependent

inverted harmonic oscillator model Hamiltonian constructed in the previous section [133–135]:

ÎLR(t) := −1

2

[(
q̂(t)

K(t)

)2

−
[
iK(t)∂̂q +m(t)

(
dK(t)

dt
− f(t)K(t)

)
q̂(t)

]2 ]
, (3.15)

where the function K(t) representing a c-number which satisfy the following quantum auxiliary equation:[
Dt − ω2

eff(t)

]
K(t) =W(t) where W(t) = − 1

m2(t)K3(t)
. (3.16)

Here the differential operator Dt and the effective-time dependent frequency factor ω2
eff(t) are defined in

the earlier subsection of this paper. Now it is important to note that, the mathematical structure of this

derived equation is like an equation of forced general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator and can

be explicitly derived from the structure of the equation of motioned derived for this system in the earlier

subsection.

Now if we closely look into the mathematical structure of the above mentioned invariant operator for

the general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator model Hamiltonian then we found that it is not in

a diagonal form and for this reason it is very difficult to finally derive the expression for the eigenfunction

Φλ(q, t) and the most general solution Ψ(q, t) of the corresponding time-dependent Schrödinger equation

for this system. Now, using the following unitary transformation on the invariant operator one can express

it in terms of a desirable diagonal form:

̂̃ILR(t) := ÛLR(t) ÎLR(t) Û†LR(t), (3.17)

where the corresponding unitary operator for this general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator

model can be expressed as:

ÛLR(t) := exp

(
− i

2

m(t)

K(t)

(
dK(t)

dt
− f(t)K(t)

)
q̂2(t)

)
. (3.18)

Consequently, the diagonal simplified form of the invariant operator for the general time-dependent in-
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verted harmonic oscillator model Hamiltonian is given by:

̂̃ILR(t) = −1

2

((
q̂(t)

K(t)

)2

+K2(t)∂̂2
q

)
. (3.19)

After doing the above mentioned unitary transformation the new eigenfunction of the diagonal invariant

operator can be written as [133–135]:

Φλ(q, t) −→ Φ̃λ(q, t) : = ÛLR(t) Φλ(q, t) = exp

(
− i

2

m(t)

K(t)

(
dK(t)

dt
− f(t)K(t)

)
q̂2(t)

)
Φλ(q, t). (3.20)

But the good part is that the continuous eigenvalues of the invariant operator will remain completely

unchanged before and after performing the unitary transformation in this construction. This implies:

ÎLR(t)Φλ(q, t) = λ Φλ(q, t) −→ ̂̃ILR(t)Φ̃λ(q, t) = λ Φ̃λ(q, t). (3.21)

Consequently, we get the following solutions of the eigenfunctions of the invariant operator before and

after performing the unitary transformation [133–135]:

Φ̃λ(q, t) : =
1√
K(t)

P
(
λ− 1

2
,
√

2
q(t)

K(t)

)
, (3.22)

Φλ(q, t) : = Û†LR(t)Φ̃λ(q, t) =
1√
K(t)

exp

(
i

2

m(t)

K(t)

(
dK(t)

dt
− f(t)K(t)

)
q2(t)

)
P
(
λ− 1

2
,
√

2
q(t)

K(t)

)
. (3.23)

Here P(ν, x) represents the Parabolic Cylinder function in this context. In the next subsection, we derive

the corresponding Lewis Riesenfeld phase factor γLR
λ (t) and also the related most general solution of the

time-dependent Schrödinger equation for the present model.

3.4 Computation of Geometric Phase in Quantum Mechanics

In this subsection we explicitly compute the expression for the Lewis Riesenfeld phase factor γLR
λ (t) for

the general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator model. To serve this purpose we first of all use

the expression for the Hamiltonian operator stated in equation ?? in equation 3.12, and consequently we

get [133–135]:

γLR
λ (t) : =

∫ t

0

dt′ 〈Φλ(q, t′)|
(
i
∂

∂t′
+

1

2m(t′)
∂̂2
q +

1

2
m(t′)ω2(t′)q̂2(t′)

+
i

2
f(t′) +

i

2
f(t′)q̂(t)′∂̂q

)
|Φλ(q, t′)〉 = −λ

∫ t

0

dt′
1

m(t′)K2(t′)
. (3.24)

Then the general solution for the time-dependent Schrödinger equation for a given continuous eigenvalue

λ is given by the following expression [133–135]:

Ψλ(q, t) = exp(iγLR
λ (t)) Φλ(q, t)

=
1√
K(t)

exp

(
−iλ

∫ t

0

dt′
1

m(t′)K2(t′)

)
exp

(
i

2

m(t)

K(t)

(
dK(t)

dt
− f(t)K(t)

)
q2(t)

)
P
(
λ− 1

2
,
√

2
q(t)

K(t)

)
. (3.25)

Further integrating over all possible eigenvalues we get the following general solution for wave function

of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation for the general time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator
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model [133–135]:

Ψ(q, t) =
1√
K(t)

∫
dλ J (λ) exp

(
−iλ

∫ t

0

dt′
1

m(t′)K2(t′)

)
exp

(
i

2

m(t)

K(t)

(
dK(t)

dt
− f(t)K(t)

)
q2(t)

)
P
(
λ− 1

2
,
√

2
q(t)

K(t)

)
. (3.26)

In the next section, by following the same procedure we derive the expression for the geometric phases from

scalar and tensor quantum fluctuations of the metric perturbation within the framework of Cosmological

Perturbation Theory.

4 Time-dependent parametric oscillator in Cosmology

In this section our prime objective is to give an analogous interpretation of previously discussed general

time-dependent inverted harmonic oscillator model to derive the expression for the geometric phases from

scalar and tensor counterpart of quantum fluctuations originated from the metric perturbation in spatially

flat FLRW quasi De-Sitter space-time.

4.1 The toy model in Cosmology

Let us start with a very well known simplest toy model of our universe described in terms of the scalar fields

and minimally interacting with the the background classical gravitational space-time. The corresponding

effective action is given by:

S =
1

2

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R− (∂φ)

2 − 2V (φ)

]
. (4.1)

Here we have fixed the reduced Planck mass Mp = 1 for the further simplifications. First term represent

the usual Einstein Hilbert term, second term signifies the the kinetic term of the scalar field φ and last

term represents the effective potential for the scalar field. The present analysis is true for any model of

V (φ) for this reason we have not mention here any specific model in this construction.

The background classical metric for this analysis is chosen to be spatially flat FLRW with quasi De

Sitter solution and this is described by the following line element:

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)δijdx
idxj where a(t) = exp((Ht+ · · · ), H =

d ln a(t)

dt
=

1

a(t)

da(t)

dt
(4.2)

where the · · · represents the small deviation from the exact De Sitter solution in the scale factor. For the

quasi De Sitter expansion an additional parameter have been introduced, ε = − 1
H2

dH
dt , which is taking care

of small deviation from the exact De Sitter solution of the scale factor. Further using the transformation

equation, dτ = 1
a(t) dt, one can further transform the above mentioned background metric in the following

conformally flat form:

ds2 = a2(τ)
(
−dτ2 + δijdx

idxj
)

where a(τ) = − 1

Hτ
(1 + ε), (4.3)

where in terms of the conformal time coordinate this small deviation parameter from the exact De Sitter

solution can be expressed as, ε(τ) = 1 − 1
H2

dH
dτ where H = d ln a(τ)

dτ = a(t)H. Now, further varying the

representative action with respect the metric and the background homogeneous part of the field φ(τ)

before performing the metric perturbation we get the following classical field equations for the system:

H2 =
1

3

(
a2(τ)V (φ(τ)) +

1

2

(
dφ(τ)

dτ

)2)
, (4.4)
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dH
dτ

=
1

3

(
a2(τ)V (φ(τ))−

(
dφ(τ)

dτ

)2)
, (4.5)

d2φ(τ)

dτ2
+ 2Hdφ(τ)

dτ
+ a2(τ)V (φ(τ)) = 0. (4.6)

4.2 Scalar modes in Cosmological Perturbation Theory

In this subsection, we discuss about the generation of scalar and tensor modes in Cosmological Perturbation

Theory as an outcome of quantum fluctuations in the primordial universe. To serve this purpose, first of all

we perturb the scalar field in the mentioned quasi De-Sitter spatially flat background, which givesφ(x, τ) =

φ(τ) + δφ(x, τ), where, φ(τ) is the dynamical scalar field described in the homogeneous background before

perturbation and δφ(x, τ) is the contribution in the perturbation which captures all sorts of inhomogeneous

effects. In this description the complete dynamics after perturbation is described in terms of the gauge

invariant perturbation variable ζ(x, τ) which is given by, ζ(x, τ) = − H
(dφ(τ)/dτ δφ(x, τ). Further, considering

the linear contributions in the Cosmological Perturbation Theory for the mentioned spatially flat quasi

De Sitter FLRW background we finally have the following perturbed line element:

ds2
perturbed = a2(τ)

(
− dτ2 + {[1 + 2ζ(x, τ)] δij + 2hij(x, τ)} dxidxj

)
, (4.7)

where the solution for the scale factor in the conformal time coordinate for the quasi De Sitter space

is mentioned in the previous subsection. In this derived expression for the perturbed metric, ζ(x, τ)

representing the scalar perturbation and the corresponding tensor perturbation is described by hij(x, τ)

which satisfy the transverse and traceless properties, ∂ihij(x, τ) = 0, hii(x, τ) = 0. Here it is important to

note that the perturbed line element is actually derived in the co-moving gauge, δφ(x, τ) = 0.

4.2.1 Without Bell’s inequality violation

After gauge fixing in the absence of any kind of Bell’s inequality violating contribution the second order

perturbed action for the scalar fluctuations can be expressed in the conformal coordinate as:

δ(2)SNB
Scalar =

1

2

∫
dτ d3x

a2(τ)

H2

(
dφ(τ)

dτ

)2 (
(∂τζ(x, τ))

2 − (∂jζ(x, τ))
2

)
. (4.8)

Further, we re-parametrize the above mentioned action in terms of the newly introduce space-time de-

pendent perturbation variable v(x, τ) := z(τ) ζ(x, τ), where conformal time dependent variable z(τ) is

known as the Mukhanov-Sasaki varibale which is defined as, z(τ) := a(τ)
√

2ε(τ). In terms of this newly

introduced re-parametrized perturbation field variable v(x, τ) the above mentioned gauge fixed second

order action for the scalar part of the metric perturbation can be expressed as:

δ(2)SNB
Scalar =

∫
dτ d3x

(
(∂τv(x, τ))

2 − (∂jv(x, τ))
2 − 2

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
v(x, τ) (∂τv(x, τ))

+

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)2

v2(x, τ)2

)
. (4.9)

In the above mentioned action the contribution from the Mukhanov-Sasaki varibale can be further simplified

to the following form:(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
: =

[(
1

a(τ)

da(τ)

dτ

)
+

1

2

(
1

ε(τ)

dε(τ)

dτ

)]
=

[
H+

1(
1− 1

H2

dH
dτ

){ 1

H3

(
dH
dτ

)2

− 1

2H2

(
d2H
dτ2

)}]
.(4.10)
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To simplify further our next job is to introduce the following Fourier transformation in the newly introduced

re-parametrized perturbation field variable v(x, τ), which is given by:

v(x, τ) :=

∫
d3k

(2π)3
exp(ik.x) vk(τ). (4.11)

Next substituting these expressions in the gauge fixed second order action and performing the integration

over the space coordinates we get the following simplified result for the action in the Fourier space, which

is given by:

δ(2)SNB
Scalar =

∫
dτ d3k

(
|∂τvk(τ)|2 +

(
k2 +

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)2
)
|vk(τ)|2

−
(

1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
v−k(τ) (∂τvk(τ))−

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
vk(τ) (∂τv−k(τ))

)
, (4.12)

where we define the following quantities:

|∂τvk(τ)|2 := (∂τv−k(τ)) (∂τvk(τ)) , |vk(τ)|2 := v−k(τ)vk(τ). (4.13)

This in fact implies that in Fourier space the gauge fixed second order action actually expressed in terms

of two modes, one carries momentum k and the other one carries momentum −k.

Further, we perform the integration by parts over the conformal time coordinate, which will give rise

to the following simplified form of the gauge fixed second order action in the Fourier space:

δ(2)SNB
Scalar =

∫
dτ d3k LNB

Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ)), (4.14)

where the corresponding Lagrangian density in Fourier space can be written as:

LNB
Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ)) :=

(
|∂τvk(τ)|2 − ω2

eff(k, τ)|vk(τ)|2
)
. (4.15)

Here the effective conformal time dependent frequency in the Fourier space can be written as:

ω2
eff(k, τ) :=

(
k2 − 1

z(τ)

d2z(τ)

dτ2

)
., where

1

z(τ)

d2z(τ)

dτ2
:=

1

τ2

(
ν2
S(τ)− 1

4

)
, (4.16)

where the expression for mass parameter for the scalar modes νS(τ) is given by the following expression:

νS(τ) :≈ 3

2

(
1 + 2ε(τ)− 2

3
η(τ) + · · ·

)
, (4.17)

where the parameters ε(τ) and η(τ) are slowly time varying parameters. Here the · · · terms are the sub-

leading correction terms in this expression. We have defined ε(τ) earlier and η(τ) is defined in conformal

time coordinate asη(τ) = 2ε(τ) − 1
2H

d ln ε(τ)
dτ . In the slowly time varying region it is expected to have,

ε(τ)� 1 and |η(τ)| � 1. For this reason, in the mass parameter for the scalar modes νS these parameters

are appearing as a very slowly time varying correction parameter which is basically taking care of small

deviation from the exact De Sitter solution. This justifies the quasi De Sitter approximation justifiable

in the present computation. In this case after substituting the expression for the mass parameter in the

slowly time varying limit we get the following simplified result for the above mentioned quantity:

1

z(τ)

d2z(τ)

dτ2
: ≈ 2

τ2

(
1 +

9

2

(
ε(τ)− 1

3
η(τ)

))
+O(ε2(τ), η2(τ)). (4.18)
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In terms of the slowly varying conformal time dependent parameters we get then the following simplified

result in quasi de Sitter space which will going to be very useful in the rest of the computation performed

in this paper: (
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)2

≈ 1

τ2

[
1 + 2

(
2ε(τ)− η(τ)

)]
. (4.19)

After varying the gauge fixed second order action in the Fourier space we get the following equation of

motion for the perturbation field variable for the scalar modes:[
d2

dτ2
+ ω2

eff(k, τ)

]
vk(τ) = 0. (4.20)

The most general solution of of the above mentioned equation of motion can be expressed as:

vk(τ) =
√
−τ
[
C1 H(1)

νS (−kτ) + C2 H(2)
νS (−kτ)

]
. (4.21)

Here H(1)
νS (−kτ) and H(2)

νS (−kτ) are the Hankel functions of first and second kind with order νS. Also,

C1 and C2 are two arbitrary integration constants, which can be fixed by choosing proper quantum initial

conditions. There are three possible choices, which are commonly used to fix these coefficients:

Bunch−Davies/Euclidean vacuum : C1 = 1, C2 = 0, (4.22)

α vacua : C1 = coshα, C2 = sinhα, (4.23)

Mota−Allen vacua : C1 = coshα, C2 = exp(iγ) sinhα. (4.24)

These all are SO(1, 4) isommetric De Sitter vacua.

Further combining the above the asymptotic solutions at −kτ → 0,∞, we get the following simplified

solution of the mode function for the scalar modes:

vk(τ) = −2νS−
3
2 (−kτ)

3
2−νS

√
2k

∣∣∣∣Γ(νS)

Γ
(

3
2

) ∣∣∣∣× [C1(1− i

kτ

)
exp

(
−i
{
kτ +

π

2

(
νS +

1

2

)})
+ C2

(
1 +

i

kτ

)
exp

(
i

{
kτ +

π

2

(
νS +

1

2

)})]
. (4.25)

4.2.2 With Bell’s inequality violation

After gauge fixing in presence of Bell’s inequality violating contribution the second order perturbed action

for the scalar fluctuations can be expressed in the conformal coordinate as 4:

δ(2)SB
Scalar =

1

2

∫
dτ d3x

a2(τ)

H2

(
dφ(τ)

dτ

)2 (
(∂τζ(x, τ))

2 − (∂jζ(x, τ))
2

)
−1

2

∫
dτ d3x

a2(τ)

H2

(
dφ(τ)

dτ

)2

a2(τ)m2(τ) ζ2(x, τ). (4.27)

4Here in the first order a non-zero term exist due to Bell’s inequality violation:

δ(1)SB,int
Scalar = −

∫
dτ d3x

m(τ)

H
∂τ ζ(x, τ) δ3(x). (4.26)

which will not directly contribute to the final equation of motion, but appearance of such term will lead to non-zero one point
function at the end which is not present in the usual cosmological set up where Bell’s inequality violation not implemented.
Due to the presence of the three dimensional Dirac Delta function δ3(x) one can treat the corresponding Bell’s violating
contribution is localized in space at x = 0.
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Here the first term is exactly same as appearing from the second order perturbed action without having

any Bell’s inequality violation in the previous case. On the other hand, the second term is appearing due

to explicit Bell’s inequality violating contribution in the cosmological perturbation theory. Practically the

the second term captures the effect of massive particle (m � H) which in in general represented by the

conformal time dependent mass m(τ). Also it is important to note that, in the interaction picture this can

be identified as a coupling parameter. In quasi De Sitter evolutionary picture implementing the concept

of Bell’s inequality violation itself a very complicated task. One can treat the above mentioned framework

to be a special one where such specific contribution is appearing, which helps further to violate Bell’s

inequality explicitly.

Further, we re-parametrize the above mentioned action in terms of the newly introduce space-time

dependent perturbation variable, v(x, τ), which we have explicitly defined in the previous case, and con-

sequently we get the following simplified result for the gauge fixed second order action for the scalar part

of the metric perturbation in presence of Bell’s inequality violating contribution 5:

δ(2)SB
Scalar =

1

2

∫
dτ d3x

(
(∂τv(x, τ))

2 − (∂jv(x, τ))
2 − 2

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
v(x, τ) (∂τv(x, τ))

+

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)2

v2(x, τ)2

)
− 1

2

∫
dτ d3x a2(τ)m2(τ) v2(x, τ). (4.29)

To simplify further we use the previously mentioned ansatz for Fourier transformation of the re-parametrized

perturbation field variable v(x, τ) using which the above mentioned action can be expressed as 6:

δ(2)SB
Scalar =

∫
dτ d3k

(
|∂τvk(τ)|2 +

(
k2 +

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)2
)
|vk(τ)|2

−
(

1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
v−k(τ) (∂τvk(τ))−

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
vk(τ) (∂τv−k(τ))

)
−
∫
dτ d3k a2(τ)m2(τ) |vk(τ)|2. (4.31)

Further, we perform the integration by parts over the conformal time coordinate, which will give rise to

the following simplified form of the gauge fixed second order action in the Fourier space including Bell’s

inequality violating contribution:

δ(2)SB
Scalar =

∫
dτ d3k LB

Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ)), (4.32)

where the corresponding Bell’s inequality violating Lagrangian density in Fourier space can be written as:

LB
Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ)) :=

(
|∂τvk(τ)|2 − Ω2

eff(k, τ)|vk(τ)|2
)
. (4.33)

5After re-parametrizing this interacting part of the action in terms of the space-time dependent perturbation variable,
v(x, τ), we get the following simplified version of the Bell’s inequality violating action:

δ(1)SB,int
Scalar = −

∫
dτ d3x

m(τ)

H
1

z(τ)

(
∂τv(x, τ)−

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
v(x, τ)

)
δ3(x). (4.28)

6Further performing Fourier transformation we get the following simplified action:

δ(1)SB,int
Scalar = −

∫
dτ d3k

m(τ)

H
1

z(τ)

(
∂τvk(τ)−

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
vk(τ)

)
. (4.30)

This result will be further used during the construction of Hamiltonian.
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Here the effective conformal time dependent frequency in the Fourier space can be written as:

Ω2
eff(k, τ) : =

(
k2 + a2(τ)m2(τ)− 1

z(τ)

d2z(τ)

dτ2

)
=

(
k2 +

1

τ2

[
m2(τ)

H2
−
(
ν2
S(τ)− 1

4

)])
. (4.34)

Next we express the second term in the effective conformal time dependent frequency in terms of a mass

parameter for the scalar modes νS as defined in the earlier section.

After varying the gauge fixed second order action in the Fourier space we get the following equation of

motion for the perturbation field variable for the scalar modes:[
d2

dτ2
+ Ω2

eff(k, τ)

]
vk(τ) = 0. (4.35)

The most general solution of of the above mentioned equation of motion may or may not be found

dependent on a specific conformal time dependent mass profile m(τ). One can try with different types

of mass profiles to solve the above equation of motion. Since this portion of our work is motivated from

Bell’s inequality violation in the primordial cosmology set up, we are going the use the following profile

which was used in previous refs. [102–104] m2(τ)
H2 = γ

(
τ
τ0
− 1
)2

+ δ. Here γ and δ are the two constants

appearing in mass profile which can be fixed from the following two boundary conditions:

At past τ = τ0 : −→ δ =
m2(τ0)

H(τ0)
, (4.36)

At present τ = 0 : −→ γ =
m2(0)

H(0)
− m2(τ0)

H(τ0)
. (4.37)

It is important to note that in this context, γ � 1 and δ � 1 for which we have the massive/heavy mass

profile i.e. |m/H| � 1.

Using this profile the equation of motion can be recast in the following form:[
d2

dτ2
+

(
k2 + E1 −

1

τ
E2 +

1

τ2

[
γ + δ −

(
ν2
S(τ)− 1

4

)])]
vk(τ) = 0, (4.38)

where E1 and E2, are defined as, E1 = γ
τ2
0
, E2 = 2γ

τ0
= 2E1τ0.

The most general solution of the above mentioned equation of motion for the given mass profile is given

by the following expression:

vk(τ) = (−τ)
3
2 exp

(
− 1

2
P1τ

)
(P1τ)

P2+
E2
P1

[
C1 1F1 (P2;P3;P1τ) + C2 U (P2;P3;P1τ)

]
, (4.39)

where we have introduced three quantities P1, P2 and P3, which are defined as:

P1 = 2i
√
k2 + E1,P2 = − E2

P1
+ i
√

(γ + δ)− ν2
S +

1

2
,P3 = 2

(
P2 +

E2
P1

)
. (4.40)

Also, C1 and C2 are two arbitrary integration constants, which can be fixed by choosing proper quantum

initial conditions.

Further combining the asymptotic solutions at −kτ → 0,∞, we get the following simplified solution of

the mode function for the scalar modes:

vk(τ) = (−τ)
3
2 exp

(
− 1

2
P1τ

)
(P1τ)

P2+
E2
P1
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×
[
C1
(

1 +
P1P2

P3
τ +

Γ (P3)

Γ (P3 − P2)
(−P1τ)

−P2 +
Γ (P3)

Γ (P2)
(P1τ)

P2−P3 exp (P1τ)

)
+C2

(
Γ (1− P3)

Γ (1 + P2 − P3)

(
1 +
P1P2

P3
τ

)
+

Γ (P3 − 1)

Γ (P2)
(P1τ)

1−P3 + (P1τ)
−P2

)]
, (4.41)

One can further consider a case having m/H ∼ 1 or exactly m/H = 1 and this is identified to be the

partially massless case. In this situation the field equation can be recast as:[
d2

dτ2
+

(
k2 − 1

τ2

(
ν2
S(τ)− 5

4

))]
vk(τ) = 0. (4.42)

The most general solution of of the above mentioned equation of motion can be expressed as:

vk(τ) =
√
−τ
[
C1 H(1)√

ν2
S−1

(−kτ) + C2 H(2)√
ν2
S−1

(−kτ)

]
. (4.43)

Here H(1)√
ν2
S−1

(−kτ) and H(2)√
ν2
S−1

(−kτ) are the Hankel functions of first and second kind with order√
ν2
S − 1. Also, C1 and C2 are two arbitrary integration constants, which can be fixed by choosing proper

quantum initial conditions.

Further combining the asymptotic solutions at −kτ → 0,∞, we get the following simplified solution of

the mode function for the partially massless modes:

vk(τ) = −2
√
ν2
S−1− 3

2 (−kτ)
3
2−
√
ν2
S−1

√
2k

∣∣∣∣Γ
(√

ν2
S − 1

)
Γ
(

3
2

) ∣∣∣∣ (4.44)

×
[
C1
(

1− i

kτ

)
exp

(
−i
{
kτ +

π

2

(√
ν2
S − 1 +

1

2

)})
+ C2

(
1 +

i

kτ

)
exp

(
i

{
kτ +

π

2

(√
ν2
S − 1 +

1

2

)})]
.

4.3 Construction of Hamiltonian in Cosmology

In this subsection our objective is to construct the Hamiltonian within the framework of primordial cos-

mology with and without having Bell’s inequality violation.

4.3.1 Without Bell’s inequality violation

Here we start with the previously mentioned Lagrangian density of re-parametrized gauge invariant per-

turbation field variable in Fourier space without having effect of any Bell’s inequality violation, which can

be written before performing integration by parts over conformal time as:

LNB
Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ)) :=

(
|∂τvk(τ)|2 +

(
k2 +

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)2
)
|vk(τ)|2

−
(

1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
v−k(τ) (∂τvk(τ))−

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
vk(τ) (∂τv−k(τ))

)
. (4.45)

Next we compute the canonically conjugate momenta corresponding to the re-parametrized gauge invariant

perturbation field variable in Fourier space, which is given by:

Πvk(τ) =
∂LNB

Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ))

∂ (∂τvk(τ))
=

(
∂τv
∗
k(τ)−

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
vk(τ)

)
. (4.46)
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Using this result we perform the Legendre transformation. Consequently, we get the following simplified

expression for the Hamiltonian in primordial cosmology without having any Bell’s inequality violation:

HNB
k (τ) =

[
Πv−k

(τ)Πvk(τ) + k2v−k(τ)vk(τ) +

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)(
Πv−k

(τ)vk(τ) + v−k(τ)Πvk(τ)

)]
(4.47)

where we have actually expressed the Hamiltonian in the Fourier as a two mode Hamiltonian carrying

both the momenta k as well as −k. Here it is important to note that the first two terms represent the

contribution from the free part of the Hamiltonian in Fourier space and the last two term is the outcome

of the interaction. To write it in this particular form we have used the following crucial conditions which

are satisfying in the present context, Π∗vk(τ) = Πv−k
(τ), v∗k(τ) = v−k(τ).

On the other hand, if we start with the Lagrangian density of re-parametrized gauge invariant pertur-

bation field variable in Fourier space without having effect of any Bell’s inequality violation, which can be

written after performing integration by parts over conformal time as:

LNB
Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ)) : =

(
|∂τvk(τ)|2 −

(
k2 − 1

τ2

(
ν2
S(τ)− 1

4

))
|vk(τ)|2

)
, (4.48)

where the expression for mass parameter for the scalar modes νS(τ) is defined in terms of the slowly

varying parameters ε(τ) and η(τ) in the previous section.

Next we compute the canonically conjugate momenta corresponding to the re-parametrized gauge

invariant perturbation field variable in Fourier space, which is given by:

Πvk(τ) =
∂LNB

Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ))

∂ (∂τvk(τ))
= ∂τv

∗
k(τ). (4.49)

Using this result we perform the Legendre transformation. Consequently, we get the following simplified

expression for the Hamiltonian in primordial cosmology without having any Bell’s inequality violation:

HNB
k (τ) =

[
Πv−k

(τ)Πvk(τ) +

(
k2 − 1

τ2

(
ν2
S(τ)− 1

4

))
v−k(τ)vk(τ)

]
. (4.50)

where we have actually expressed the Hamiltonian in the Fourier as a two mode Hamiltonian carrying

both the momenta k as well as −k. Here it is important to note that the first two terms represent the

contribution from the free part of the Hamiltonian in Fourier space and after integration by parts over

the conformal time no contribution left from the the interaction part. Though the contribution from

the interaction part is absent in this case explicitly, but there is an additional conformal time dependent

term appears in this case for the second term of the free part of the Hamiltonian, which was absent in the

previous case. The explicit effects of these two Hamiltonians with and without having the interaction term

will be more clearly visible when we quantize them explicitly. Though for the present discussion of the

paper the explicit quantization of the Hamiltonian in terms of the creation and annihilation operators of the

oscillators are not directly required. For this reason we will not discuss about this issue in the later section

of the paper. But we will surely investigate the effects of the Hamiltonian before considering integration

by parts and after integration by parts in detail to check that whether it will propagate in the final result

of the geometric phase computed in this paper or not. In the last two steps of the above mentioned derived

Hamiltonian we have used the reality condition of the re-parametrized gauge invariant perturbation field

variable and its associated canonically conjugate momenta in Fourier space. Additionally it is important

to note that, during quantization we will study the effect in absence and also in the presence of squeezed

quantum states in our computation.

17



4.3.2 With Bell’s inequality violation

Here we start with the previously mentioned Lagrangian density of re-parametrized gauge invariant per-

turbation field variable in Fourier space without having effect of any Bell’s inequality violation, which can

be written before performing integration by parts over conformal time as:

LB
Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ)) :=

(
|∂τvk(τ)|2 +

(
k2 − 1

τ2

m2(τ)

H2
+

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)2
)
|vk(τ)|2

−
(

1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
v−k(τ) (∂τvk(τ))−

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
vk(τ) (∂τv−k(τ))

)
+ LB,int

Scalar(∂τvk(τ)). (4.51)

Here LB,int
Scalar(∂τvk(τ)) is the interaction part of the Lagrangian density which is generated due to Bell’s

inequality violation and contributed to the computation of the one point function in present context, which

is usually absent without having Bell’s inequality violation. The explicit form of this term is given by 7:

LB,int
Scalar(∂τvk(τ)) := −m(τ)

H
1

z(τ)

(
∂τvk(τ)−

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
vk(τ)

)
. (4.52)

Next we compute the canonically conjugate momenta corresponding to the re-parametrized gauge invariant

perturbation field variable in Fourier space, which is given by:

Πvk(τ) =
∂LB

Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ))

∂ (∂τvk(τ))
=

(
∂τv
∗
k(τ)−

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
vk(τ)− m(τ)

H
1

z(τ)

)
. (4.53)

Using this result we perform the Legendre transformation. Consequently, we get the following simplified

expression for the Hamiltonian in primordial cosmology without having any Bell’s inequality violation:

HB
k (τ) =

[
Πv−k

(τ)Πvk(τ) +

(
k2 +

1

τ2

m2(τ)

H2

)
v−k(τ)vk(τ)

+

(
1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)(
Πv−k

(τ)vk(τ) + v−k(τ)Πvk(τ)

)
+
m(τ)

H
1

z(τ)
Πv−k

(τ)

]
(4.54)

where we have actually expressed the Hamiltonian in the Fourier as a two mode Hamiltonian carrying both

the momenta k as well as −k for the first four terms. In the one last additional term linear contribution of

the canonically conjugate momenta is appearing with momenta −k. Here it is important to note that the

first two terms represent the contribution from the free part of the Hamiltonian in Fourier space and the

last three term is the outcome of the interaction. Particularly the last term and conformal time dependent

mass squared term carrying the signature of Bell’s inequality violation in the present context, which was

absent in the previous analysis.

On the other hand, if we start with the Lagrangian density of re-parametrized gauge invariant pertur-

bation field variable in Fourier space without having effect of any Bell’s inequality violation, which can be

written after performing integration by parts over conformal time as:

LB
Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ)) : =

(
|∂τvk(τ)|2 −

(
k2 +

1

τ2

(
m2(τ)

H2
−
(
ν2
S(τ)− 1

4

)))
|vk(τ)|2

)
+LB,int

Scalar(∂τvk(τ)), (4.55)

where the expression for mass parameter for the scalar modes νS(τ) is defined in terms of the slowly

varying parameters ε(τ) and η(τ) in the previous section.

7For details see the previous section where this contribution appearing first time due to Bell’s inequality violation.
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Next we compute the canonically conjugate momenta corresponding to the re-parametrized gauge

invariant perturbation field variable in Fourier space, which is given by:

Πvk(τ) =
∂LB

Scalar(vk(τ), ∂τvk(τ))

∂ (∂τvk(τ))
=

(
∂τv
∗
k(τ)− m(τ)

H
1

z(τ)

)
. (4.56)

Using this result we perform the Legendre transformation. Consequently, we get the following simplified

expression for the Hamiltonian in primordial cosmology without having any Bell’s inequality violation:

HB
k (τ) =

[
Πv−k

(τ)Πvk(τ) +

(
k2 +

1

τ2

(
m2(τ)

H2
−
(
ν2
S(τ)− 1

4

)))
v−k(τ)vk(τ)

+
m(τ)

H
1

z(τ)

(
Πv−k

(τ)−
(

1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
vk(τ)

)]
. (4.57)

where we have actually expressed the Hamiltonian in the Fourier as a two mode Hamiltonian carrying both

the momenta k as well as −k for the first two terms. In the one last additional term linear contribution

of the canonically conjugate momenta is appearing with momenta −k. Particularly the last two terms

in this case and conformal time dependent mass squared term carrying the signature of Bell’s inequality

violation in the present context, which was absent in the previous analysis.

4.4 Lewis Riesenfeld invariant trick in Cosmology

In this section our prime objective is to find out the solution of the conformal time dependent Schrödinger

equation using the previously mentioned Hamiltonian of the scalar modes with and without having the

effect of Bell’s inequality violation using the Lewis Riesenfeld invariant trick within the framework of

cosmology.

In the present context of discussion the associated conformal time dependent Schrödinger equation can

be written with and without having the effect of Bell’s inequality violation can be written as:

Without Bell′s inequality violation : ĤNB
k (τ)ΨNB(v−k, vk, τ) = i

∂ΨNB(v−k, vk, τ)

∂τ
, (4.58)

With Bell′s inequality violation : ĤB
k (τ)ΨB(v−k, vk, τ) = i

∂ΨB(v−k, vk, τ)

∂τ
. (4.59)

Here, ĤNB
k (τ) and ĤB

k (τ) are the quantum mechanical Hamiltonians without and with having the effect

of Bell’s inequality violation, which we have obtained from the previously derived classical Hamiltonians

HNB
k (τ) and HB

k (τ) by promoting the momenta and field variable as quantum mechanical operator i.e.

Πv−k
(τ)→ Π̂v−k

(τ),Πvk(τ)→ Π̂vk(τ), v−k(τ)→ v̂−k(τ), vk(τ)→ v̂k(τ). (4.60)

This allows us to treat the above mentioned Hamiltonians as:

ĤNB
k (τ) ≡ ĤNB

k (Π̂v−k
(τ), Π̂vk(τ), v̂−k(τ), v̂k(τ)), ĤB

k (τ) ≡ ĤNB
k (Π̂v−k

(τ), Π̂vk(τ), v̂−k(τ), v̂k(τ)).(4.61)

Here explicit quantization in terms of creation and annihilation operators are not actually required to

serve the present purpose. Also ΨNB(v−k, vk, τ) and ΨB(v−k, vk, τ) are the associated wave functions for

the scalar modes of the cosmological perturbation without and with having the effect of Bell’s inequality

violation. Since the mathematical structures of the quantum mechanical Hamiltonian’s are different with

and without having the effect of Bell’s inequality violation it is expected to be automatically reflected in

the corresponding conformal time dependent wave functions as stated above.

Now we are going to implement this well known Lewis Riesenfeld invariant trick in the above mentioned

framework to explicitly determine the expressions for the non-trivial Hermitian operators, which we are
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going to compute in presence and absence of having the contributions from Bell’s inequality violation

within the framework of primordial quantum mechanical scalar fluctuations. This can be easily being

done by looking into the following the well known quantum Liouville equations explicitly written for the

above mentioned two situations:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :
dÎLR

NB,k(τ)

dτ
=
∂ÎLR

NB,k(τ)

∂τ
+ i
[
ĤNB

k (τ), ÎLR
NB,k(τ)

]
, (4.62)

With Bell′s inequality violation :
dÎLR

B,k(τ)

dτ
=
∂ÎLR

B,k(τ)

∂τ
+ i
[
ĤB

k (τ), ÎLR
B,k(τ)

]
, (4.63)

where, ÎLR
NB,k(τ) and ÎLR

B,k(τ) are the Lewis Riesenfeld invariant quantum operators without and with

having the effect of Bell’s inequality violation in primordial cosmology. It would be really interesting

to find the underlying differences appearing in the above mentioned Lewis Riesenfeld invariant quantum

operators computed without and with having the Bell’s inequality violating effects. which will be helpful

to explore various unknowns in quantum aspects of primordial cosmology.

Now it is important to note that, when Lewis Riesenfeld invariant quantum operators not explicitly

contain any conformal time derivatives one can write down the solution of the Schrödinger equation in the

following simplified form:

ΨNB(v−k, vk, τ) = exp

(
iγLR,NB

k (τ)

)
ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ), (4.64)

Ψ
(n)
B (v−k, vk, τ) = exp

(
iγLR,B
n,k (τ)

)
ΦB(v−k, vk, τ). (4.65)

Here, ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ) and ΦB(v−k, vk, τ) are corresponding eigenfunctions of Lewis Riesenfeld invariant

quantum operators and most importantly, γLR,NB
k (τ) and γLR,NB

k (τ) are identified to be the Lewis Riesen-

feld phase factor without and with having the effect of Bell’s inequality violation in primordial cosmology.

In the present context this phase can be computed from the following expressions for the two cases:

γLR,NB
k (τ) : = γPB,NB

k (τ) + δDynamical,NB
k (τ), (4.66)

γLR,B
k (τ) : = γPB,B

k (τ) + δDynamical,B
k (τ), (4.67)

where, the Pancharatnam-Berry phase and the dynamical phase in this construction can be expressed as:

γPB,NB
k (τ) : = i

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′ 〈ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ

′)|
(
∂

∂τ ′

)
|ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ

′)〉, (4.68)

δDynamical,NB
k (τ) : = −

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′ 〈ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ

′)|ĤNB
k (τ ′)|ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ

′)〉, (4.69)

and

γPB,B
k (τ) : = i

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′ 〈ΦB(v−k, vk, τ

′)|
(
∂

∂τ ′

)
|ΦB(v−k, vk, τ

′)〉, (4.70)

δDynamical,B
k (τ) : = −

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′ 〈ΦB(v−k, vk, τ

′)|ĤB
k (τ ′)|ΦB(v−k, vk, τ

′)〉. (4.71)

From this discussion it is also expected that:

γPB,NB
k (τ) 6= γPB,B

k (τ), δDynamical,NB
k (τ) 6= δDynamical,B

k (τ). (4.72)

Now before going to the further details in this computation by seeing the mathematical structures of the
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Hamiltonians written in presence and absence of Bell’s inequality violation it is quite justifiable to expect

the following structure of the Lewis Riesenfeld invariant quantum operators for both the cases:

Without Bell′s inequality violation : ÎLR
NB,k(τ) = ÎLR

NB,k(Π̂v−k
(τ)Π̂vk(τ), v̂−k(τ))v̂k(τ)), (4.73)

With Bell′s inequality violation : ÎLR
B,k(τ) = ÎLR

B,k(Π̂v−k
(τ)Π̂vk(τ), v̂−k(τ))v̂k(τ)). (4.74)

By following this trick one can construct the following invariant operator for the general time-dependent

cosmological Hamiltonian constructed in the previous section:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

A. Before integration by − parts :

ÎLR
NB,k(τ) :=

[(
v̂−k(τ)v̂k(τ)(
KNB

k (τ)
)2
)

+

(
KNB

k (τ)Π̂v−k
(τ)−

(
dKNB

k (τ)

dτ
− 1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ
KNB

k (τ)

)
v̂−k(τ)

)
×
(
KNB

k (τ)Π̂vk(τ)−
(
dKNB

k (τ)

dτ
− 1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ
KNB

k (τ)

)
v̂k(τ)

)]
, (4.75)

B. After integration by − parts :

ÎLR
NB,k(τ) :=

[(
v̂−k(τ)v̂k(τ)(
KNB

k (τ)
)2
)

+

(
KNB

k (τ)Π̂v−k
(τ)−

(
dKNB

k (τ)

dτ

)
v̂−k(τ)

)
×
(
KNB

k (τ)Π̂vk(τ)−
(
dKNB

k (τ)

dτ

)
v̂k(τ)

)]
, (4.76)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

A. Before integration by − parts :

ÎLR
B,k(τ) :=

[(
v̂−k(τ)v̂k(τ)(
KB

k (τ)
)2

)
+

(
KB

k (τ)Π̂v−k
(τ)−

(
dKB

k (τ)

dτ
− 1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ
KB

k (τ)

)
v̂−k(τ)

)
×
(
KB

k (τ)Π̂vk(τ)−
(
dKB

k (τ)

dτ
− 1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ
KB

k (τ)

)
v̂k(τ)

)
+
m(τ)

2H
1

z(τ)
Π̂v−k

(τ)

]
, (4.77)

B. After integration by − parts :

ÎLR
B,k(τ) :=

[(
v̂−k(τ)v̂k(τ)(
KB

k (τ)
)2

)
+

(
KB

k (τ)Π̂v−k
(τ)−

(
dKB

k (τ)

dτ

)
v̂−k(τ)

)
×
(
KB

k (τ)Π̂vk(τ)−
(
dKB

k (τ)

dτ

)
v̂k(τ)

)
+
m(τ)

2H
1

z(τ)

(
Π̂v−k

(τ)−
(

1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
v̂k(τ)

)]
, (4.78)

where the function Kk(τ) representing a c-number which satisfy the following quantum auxiliary equations

which is commonly known the Milne–Pinney equations for the above mentioned two physical situations:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :[
∂2
τ + ω2

eff(k, τ)

]
KNB

k (τ) =WNB
k (τ) where WNB

k (τ) =
1(

KNB
k (τ)

)3 , (4.79)

With Bell′s inequality violation :[
∂2
τ + Ω2

eff(k, τ)

]
KB

k (τ) =WB
k (τ) where WB

k (τ) =
1(

KB
k (τ)

)3 . (4.80)

Here the effective-conformal time dependent frequency factors ω2
eff(k, τ) and Ω2

eff(k, τ) describing the non-

Bell violating and Bell violating effects are explicitly defined in the earlier part of this paper. Now it is
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important to note that, the mathematical structure of these derived equations look like the equations of

forced general conformal time-dependent parametric oscillator within the framework of primordial cosmol-

ogy.

Here it is important to note that, if (v
(1),NB
k (τ), v

(2),NB
k (τ)) and (v

(1),B
k (τ), v

(2),B
k (τ)) are the two lin-

early independent solutions of the Mukhanov-Sasaki equations in absence and presence of Bell’s inequality

violation within the framework of primordial cosmology then the corresponding Wronskian for both the

cases can be expressed as:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

WNB ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
v

(1),NB
k (τ) v

(2),NB
k (τ)

∂τv
(1),NB
k (τ) ∂τv

(2),NB
k (τ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ = A = Constant, (4.81)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

WB ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
v

(1),B
k (τ) v

(2),B
k (τ)

∂τv
(1),B
k (τ) ∂τv

(2),B
k (τ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ = B = Constant. (4.82)

For both the cases the Wronskian turn out be constants A and B respectively. In the above mentioned

situations the most general solution of the quantum auxiliary equations or the Milne–Pinney equations

can be expressed as:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

KNB
k (τ) :=

√
A1 v

(1),NB
k (τ) +A2 v

(2),NB
k (τ) + 2A3 v

(1),NB
k (τ)v

(2),NB
k (τ), (4.83)

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

KB
k (τ) :=

√
B1 v

(1),B
k (τ) + B2 v

(2),B
k (τ) + 2B3 v

(1),B
k (τ)v

(2),B
k (τ). (4.84)

In terms of these above mentioned solutions of the functions KNB
k (τ) and KB

k (τ) the structure of the Lewis

Riesenfeld invariant quantum operators are completely fixed for the above mentioned physical situations.

Here the constants Ai∀i = 1, 2, 3 and Bi∀i = 1, 2, 3 are determined by initial conditions, which must satisfy

the following constraint conditions for the above mentioned two physical situations:

Without Bell′s inequality violation : A = ± 1√
A1A2 −A2

3

= Constant, (4.85)

With Bell′s inequality violation : B = ± 1√
B1B2 − B2

3

= Constant. (4.86)

For simplicity we will fix the initial condition as, A1 = C1 = B1,A2 = C2 = B2,A3 = C1C2 = B3, which

further implies the following simplified constraint, A = ± 1√
C1C2

1√
1−C1C2

= B. Consequently, the auxiliary

c-function can be further simplified as:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

KNB
k (τ) :=

[
C1 v(1),NB

k (τ) + C2 v(2),NB
k (τ)

]
= vNB

k (τ), (4.87)

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

KB
k (τ) :=

[
C1 v(1),B

k (τ) + C2 v(2),B
k (τ)

]
= vBk (τ). (4.88)
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In the present context of discussion, in the asymptotic limit the two linearly independent solutions of the

Mukhanov-Sasaki equations in absence and presence of Bell’s inequality violation within the framework of

primordial cosmology can be written as:

Without Bell′s inequality violation (for massless case) :

v
(1),NB
k (τ) := −2νS−

3
2 (−kτ)

3
2−νS

√
2k

∣∣∣∣Γ(νS)

Γ
(

3
2

) ∣∣∣∣ (1− i

kτ

)
exp

(
−i
{
kτ +

π

2

(
νS +

1

2

)})
, (4.89)

v
(2),NB
k (τ) := −2νS−

3
2 (−kτ)

3
2−νS

√
2k

∣∣∣∣Γ(νS)

Γ
(

3
2

) ∣∣∣∣ (1 +
i

kτ

)
exp

(
i

{
kτ +

π

2

(
νS +

1

2

)})
. (4.90)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

A. For massive case :

v
(1),B
k (τ) := (−τ)

3
2 exp

(
− 1

2
P1τ

)
(P1τ)

P2+
E2
P1

×
(

1 +
P1P2

P3
τ +

Γ (P3)

Γ (P3 − P2)
(−P1τ)

−P2 +
Γ (P3)

Γ (P2)
(P1τ)

P2−P3 exp (P1τ)

)
, (4.91)

v
(2),B
k (τ) := (−τ)

3
2 exp

(
− 1

2
P1τ

)
(P1τ)

P2+
E2
P1

×
(

Γ (1− P3)

Γ (1 + P2 − P3)

(
1 +
P1P2

P3
τ

)
+

Γ (P3 − 1)

Γ (P2)
(P1τ)

1−P3 + (P1τ)
−P2

)
. (4.92)

B. For partially massless case :

v
(1),NB
k (τ) := −2

√
ν2
S−1− 3

2 (−kτ)
3
2−
√
ν2
S−1

√
2k

∣∣∣∣Γ
(√

ν2
S − 1

)
Γ
(

3
2

) ∣∣∣∣ (1− i

kτ

)
× exp

(
−i
{
kτ +

π

2

(√
ν2
S − 1 +

1

2

)})
, (4.93)

v
(2),NB
k (τ) := −2

√
ν2
S−1− 3

2 (−kτ)
3
2−
√
ν2
S−1

√
2k

∣∣∣∣Γ
(√

ν2
S − 1

)
Γ
(

3
2

) ∣∣∣∣ (1 +
i

kτ

)
× exp

(
i

{
kτ +

π

2

(√
ν2
S − 1 +

1

2

)})
. (4.94)

All the representative quantities νS and Pi∀i = 1, 2, 3 are explicitly defined in the earlier part of the paper.

One more crucial thing we need to point out that, the linearly independent solutions of the mode functions

with Bell’s inequality violation are obtained for a given specific conformal time dependent mass profile

which we have quoted in the previous section of this paper.

Our next goal is to determine the eigenfunction of the Lewis Riesenfeld invariant quantum opera-

tors in absence and presence of Bell’s equality violation which satisfy the following eigenvalue equations

respectively:

Without Bell′s inequality violation : ÎLR
NB,k(τ)ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ) = λNBΦNB(v−k, vk, τ), (4.95)

With Bell′s inequality violation : ÎLR
B,k(τ)ΦB(v−k, vk, τ) = λBΦB(v−k, vk, τ), (4.96)

where λNB and λB are the corresponding eigenvalues in which we are particularly interested in the present

context. Now by seeing the previously mentioned mathematical structures of the Lewis Riesenfeld invariant

quantum operators it is understandable that finding these eigen values are extremely difficult in the present

context as in both of the physical situations the off-diagonal cross term exists in the matrix representation.

Like in the context of quantum mechanics, within the quantum description of primordial cosmology it is
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also advisable to introduce the following unitary transformations in the eigenfunctions:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ) −→ ˜ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ) := ÛLR
NB,k(τ)ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ), (4.97)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

ΦB(v−k, vk, τ) −→ ˜ΦB(v−k, vk, τ) := ÛLR
B,k(τ)ΦB(v−k, vk, τ). (4.98)

Here ÛLR
NB,k(τ) and ÛLR

B,k(τ) are the unitary operators in absence and presence of Bell’s inequality violation,

which are given by the following expressions:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

A. Before integration by − parts :

ÛLR
NB,k(τ) := exp

(
− i

KNB
k (τ)

(
dKNB

k (τ)

dτ
−
(

1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
KNB

k (τ)

)
v̂−k(τ)v̂k(τ)

)
, (4.99)

B. After integration by − parts :

ÛLR
NB,k(τ) := exp

(
− i

KNB
k (τ)

(
dKNB

k (τ)

dτ

)
v̂−k(τ)v̂k(τ)

)
, (4.100)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

A. Before integration by − parts :

ÛLR
B,k(τ) := exp

(
− i
{

1

KB
k (τ)

(
dKB

k (τ)

dτ
−
(

1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
KB

k (τ)

)
v̂−k(τ)v̂k(τ)− m(τ)

2H
1

z(τ)
Π̂v−k

(τ)

})
, (4.101)

B. After integration by − parts :

ÛLR
B,k(τ) := exp

(
− i
{

1

KB
k (τ)

(
dKB

k (τ)

dτ

)
v̂−k(τ)v̂k(τ)− m(τ)

2H
1

z(τ)

(
Π̂v−k

(τ)−
(

1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
v̂k(τ)

)})
, (4.102)

Consequently, the diagonal simplified form of the invariant operator for the general conformal time-

dependent cosmological Hamiltonian is given by:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

ÎLR
NB,k(τ) −→ ˜ÎLR

NB,k(τ) = ÛLR
NB,k(τ) ÎLR

NB,k(τ)
(
ÛLR
NB,k(τ)

)†
=

((
v̂−k(τ)v̂k(τ)(
KNB

k (τ)
)2
)
−
(
KNB

k (τ)
)2
∂̂v−k

∂̂vk

)
, (4.103)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

ÎLR
B,k(τ) −→ ˆ̃ILR

B,k(τ) = ÛLR
B,k(τ) ÎLR

B,k(τ)
(
ÛLR
B,k(τ)

)†
=

((
v̂−k(τ)v̂k(τ)(
KB

k (τ)
)2

)
−
(
KB

k (τ)
)2
∂̂v−k

∂̂vk

)
. (4.104)

Consequently, we get the following solutions of the eigenfunctions of the invariant operator after per-

forming the unitary transformation:

Without Bell′s inequality violation : ˜ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ) :=
1√
KNB

k (τ)
P
(

1

2

(
λNB − 1

)
,

√
2v−k(τ)vk(τ)

KNB
k (τ)

)
,(4.105)

With Bell′s inequality violation : ˜ΦB(v−k, vk, τ) :=
1√
KB

k (τ)
P
(

1

2

(
λB − 1

)
,

√
2v−k(τ)vk(τ)

KB
k (τ)

)
. (4.106)

Here it is important to note that vSubk (τ) without and with having Bell’s inequality violation can be
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expressed as:

Without Bell′s inequality violation : vNB
k (τ) =

[
C1 v(1),NB

k (τ) + C2 v(2),NB
k (τ)

]
, (4.107)

With Bell′s inequality violation : vBk (τ) =
[
C1 v(1),B

k (τ) + C2 v(2),B
k (τ)

]
, (4.108)

where C1 and C2 are fixed by proper choice of the quantum initial conditions as mentioned earlier.

Further performing the inverse unitary transformation the eigenfunctions without and with having

Bell’s inequality violation can be computed as:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

A. Before integration by − parts :

ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ) :=
1√
KNB

k (τ)
exp

( i

KNB
k (τ)

(
dKNB

k (τ)

dτ
−
( 1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
KNB

k (τ)

)
|v̂k(τ)|2

)

×P
(1

2

(
λNB − 1

)
,

√
2|vk(τ)|2
KNB

k (τ)

)
, (4.109)

B. After integration by − parts :

ΦNB(v−k, vk, τ) :=
1√
KB

k (τ)
exp

( i

KNB
k (τ)

(
dKNB

k (τ)

dτ

)
|v̂k(τ)|2

)
P
(1

2

(
λNB − 1

)
,

√
2|vk(τ)|2
KNB

k (τ)

)
,

(4.110)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

A. Before integration by − parts :

ΦB(v−k, vk, τ) :=
1√
KB

k (τ)
exp

(
i
{ 1

KB
k (τ)

(
dKB

k (τ)

dτ
−
( 1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
KB

k (τ)

)
|v̂k(τ)|2

−m(τ)

2H
1

z(τ)
Π̂v−k

(τ)
})
× P

(1

2

(
λB − 1

)
,

√
2|vk(τ)|2
KB

k (τ)

)
, (4.111)

B. After integration by − parts :

ΦB(v−k, vk, τ) :=
1√
KB

k (τ)
exp

(
i
{ 1

KB
k (τ)

(
dKB

k (τ)

dτ

)
|v̂k(τ)|2

−m(τ)

2H
1

z(τ)

(
Π̂v−k

(τ)−
(

1

z(τ)

dz(τ)

dτ

)
v̂k(τ)

)})
× P

(1

2

(
λB − 1

)
,

√
2|vk(τ)|2
KB

k (τ)

)
, (4.112)

Here P(ν, x) represents the Parabolic Cylinder function in this context. In the next section we will explicitly

compute the phase factor associated with wave function for both the physical situations without and with

having Bell’s inequality violation in primordial cosmology. Before doing that explicit computation we will

do the same analysis that we did in general here for the three specified region of interest, which are sub-

Hubble region, super-Hubble region and from sub-Hubble to super-Hubble region horizon crossing point.

This will help us to understand the applicability of the obtained result in these three region of interested

within the framework of primordial cosmology.

5 Geometric phase in Cosmology in different comoving scales

In this section we explicitly compute the expression for the Lewis Riesenfeld phase factor within the

framework of the quantum theory of primordial cosmology without and with having Bell’s inequality
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violation. To serve this purpose need to compute the following two quantities:

Without Bell′s inequality violation : γLR,NB
k (τ) := −λNB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

1(
KNB

k (τ ′)
)2 , (5.1)

With Bell′s inequality violation : γLR,B
k (τ) := −λB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

1(
KB

k (τ ′)
)2 . (5.2)

Now in the previous section we have explicitly obtained the solutions of the quantum auxiliary or the

Milne–Pinney equation KNB
k (τ) and KB

k (τ) for a general conformal time and momentum dependent fre-

quency, which is valid for all cosmologically region of interest. After substituting the derived expression

for these auxiliary c-functions we get the following result for the Lewis Riesenfeld phase factor within the

framework of the quantum theory of primordial cosmology:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

γLR,NB
k (τ) := −λNB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

1[
A1 v

(1),NB
k (τ ′) +A2 v

(2),NB
k (τ ′) + 2A3 v

(1),NB
k (τ ′)v

(2),NB
k (τ ′)

] , (5.3)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

γLR,B
k (τ) := −λB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

1[
B1 v

(1),B
k (τ ′) + B2 v

(2),B
k (τ ′) + 2B3 v

(1),B
k (τ ′)v

(2),B
k (τ ′)

] . (5.4)

Next for the further simplification and to make the consistency with the quantum initial conditions we

choose the constants (Ai,Bi)∀i = 1, 2, 3 as, A1 = C1 = B1, A2 = C2 = B2, A3 = C1C2 = B3.

Consequently, we get the following simplified expression for the Lewis Riesenfeld phase factor within the

framework of the quantum theory of primordial cosmology:

Without Bell′s inequality violation : γLR,NB
k (τ) := −λNB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

1(
vNB
k (τ ′)

)2 , (5.5)

With Bell′s inequality violation : γLR,B
k (τ) := −λB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

1(
vBk (τ ′)

)2 . (5.6)

Now we will explicitly compute the expression for the dynamical phase factor in terms of the conformal

time coordinate associated with the quantum theory of primordial cosmology without and with having

the effect of Bell’s inequality violation. By doing explicit calculation in terms of the Hamiltonian derived

in the earlier part of this paper we find the following result for the dynamical phase factor, which is given

by:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

δDynamical,NB
k (τ) := λNB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

[ (
KNB

k (τ ′)
)2
ω2(k, τ ′) +

(
dKNB

k (τ ′)

dτ ′

)2 ]
, (5.7)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

δDynamical,B
k (τ) := λB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

[ (
KB

k (τ ′)
)2

Ω2(k, τ ′) +

(
dKB

k (τ ′)

dτ ′

)2 ]
. (5.8)

Further substituting the expression for the auxiliary c-functions which is consistent with the quantum

initial condition we get:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :
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δDynamical,NB
k (τ) := λNB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

[ (
vNB
k (τ ′)

)2
ω2(k, τ ′) +

(
dvNB

k (τ ′)

dτ ′

)2 ]
, (5.9)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

δDynamical,B
k (τ) := λB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

[ (
vBk (τ ′)

)2
Ω2(k, τ ′) +

(
dvBk (τ ′)

dτ ′

)2 ]
. (5.10)

Next using the Lewis Riesenfeld phase factor and the dynamical phase factor we get the following expression

for the Pancharatnam-Berry phase within the framework of quantum description of primordial cosmology:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

γPB,NB
k (τ) := −λNB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

[
KNB

k (τ ′)
(d2KNB

k (τ ′)

dτ ′2

)
−
(dKNB

k (τ ′)

dτ ′

)2

−
(
KNB

k (τ ′)
)2 ( 1

z(τ ′)

d2z(τ ′)

dτ ′2
−
( 1

z(τ ′)

dz(τ ′)

dτ ′

)2)]
, (5.11)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

γPB,B
k (τ) := −λB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

[
KB

k (τ ′)
(d2KB

k (τ ′)

dτ ′2

)
−
(dKB

k (τ ′)

dτ ′

)2

−
(
KB

k (τ ′)
)2 ( 1

z(τ ′)

d2z(τ ′)

dτ ′2
−
( 1

z(τ ′)

dz(τ ′)

dτ ′

)2)]
. (5.12)

Here for both the physical situation for the simplification purpose we have explicitly used the quantum

auxiliary equation or the Milne Pinney equation satisfied by the the auxiliary c-functions. For the further

simplification in the slowly conformal time varying regime one can introduce the following perturbative

solution of the Milne Pinney equation which is given by:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

KNB
k (τ ′) := KNB,(0)

k (τ ′)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Leading contribution

+
∞∑
n=0

∆nKNB,(n)
k (τ ′)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Perturbative contributions

where ∆� 1, (5.13)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

KB
k (τ ′) := KB,(0)

k (τ ′)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Leading contribution

+
∞∑
n=0

∆nKB,(n)
k (τ ′)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Perturbative contributions

where ∆� 1. (5.14)

In this context ∆ is the purterbative adiabatic slowly varying parameter which helps us to write the

solution of Milne Pinney equation in an order by order expansion in a perturbative series in the slowly

conformal time varying regime. Also it is important to note that, the leading order term in the above

perturbative expansion is given by the following expression:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

KNB,(0)
k (τ ′) :=

1(
ω0(k, τ ′)

)1/4
where ω0(k, τ ′) :=

√
k2 −

( 1

z(τ ′)

dz(τ ′)

dτ ′

)2

, (5.15)

With Bell′s inequality violation :
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KB,(0)
k (τ ′) :=

1(
Ω0(k, τ ′)

)1/4
where Ω0(k, τ ′) :=

√
k2 +

1

τ2

m2(τ ′)

H2
−
( 1

z(τ ′)

dz(τ ′)

dτ ′

)2

. (5.16)

Consequently we get the following structure of the Milne Pinney equations after substitution of these

perturbative solutions:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

∆2KNB,(0)
k (τ ′)

d2KNB,(0)
k (τ ′)

dτ ′2

+
(
KNB,(0)

k (τ ′)
)2 [

1 + 2KNB,(1)
k (τ ′)∆KNB,(0)

k (τ ′)

+∆2KNB,(1)
k (τ ′) + 2KNB,(2)

k (τ ′)∆2KNB,(0)
k (τ ′)

] ≡ ω2(k, τ ′)︷ ︸︸ ︷(
ω2
0(k, τ ′)−

(
1

z(τ ′)

d2z(τ ′)

dτ ′2
−
(

1

z(τ ′)

dz(τ ′)

dτ ′

)2))
=

1[(
KNB,(0)

k (τ ′)
)2

+ 2KNB,(1)
k (τ ′)∆KNB,(0)

k (τ ′) + ∆2KNB,(1)
k (τ ′) + 2KNB,(2)

k (τ ′)∆2KNB,(0)
k (τ ′)

] +O(∆3) + · · · ,(5.17)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

∆2KB,(0)
k (τ ′)

d2KNB,(0)
k (τ ′)

dτ ′2

+
(
KB,(0)

k (τ ′)
)2 [

1 + 2KNB,(1)
k (τ ′)∆KB,(0)

k (τ ′) + ∆2KB,(1)
k (τ ′)

+2KB,(2)
k (τ ′)∆2KB,(0)

k (τ ′)
] ≡ Ω2(k, τ ′)︷ ︸︸ ︷(

Ω2
0(k, τ ′) +

1

τ ′2
m2(τ ′)

H2
−
(

1

z(τ ′)

d2z(τ ′)

dτ ′2
−
(

1

z(τ ′)

dz(τ ′)

dτ ′

)2))

=
1[(

KB,(0)
k (τ ′)

)2

+ 2KB,(1)
k (τ ′)∆KB,(0)

k (τ ′) + ∆2KB,(1)
k (τ ′) + 2KB,(2)

k (τ ′)∆2KB,(0)
k (τ ′)

] +O(∆3) + · · · .(5.18)

Using the above mentioned details one can recast the Pancharatnam-Berry phase for the two frameworks

of the quantum description of primordial cosmology in the following simplified fashion:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

γPB,NB
k (τ) := −λNB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

1

ω0(k, τ ′)

[
1

z(τ ′)

d2z(τ ′)

dτ ′2
−
(

1

z(τ ′)

dz(τ ′)

dτ ′

)2]
, (5.19)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

γPB,B
k (τ) := −λB

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′

1

Ω0(k, τ ′)

[
1

z(τ ′)

d2z(τ ′)

dτ ′2
−
(

1

z(τ ′)

dz(τ ′)

dτ ′

)2]
. (5.20)

Here in both the above mentioned expressions the common conformal time dependent factor appearing in

the parenthesis bracket can be further simplified in terms of the slowly varying conformal time dependent

parameters as:[
1

z(τ ′)

d2z(τ ′)

dτ ′2
−
(

1

z(τ ′)

dz(τ ′)

dτ ′

)2 ]
≈ 1

τ ′2

(
1 + 5ε(τ ′)− η(τ ′)

)
+O(ε2(τ ′), η2(τ ′)). (5.21)
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Following the same logic one can further simplify the quantities appearing in the denominator of the above

expressions in the slowly time varying limiting situation as:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :ω0(k, τ ′) ≈

√
k2 − 1

τ ′2

[
1 + 2

(
2ε(τ ′)− η(τ ′)

)]
, (5.22)

With Bell′s inequality violation :Ω0(k, τ ′) ≈

√
k2 +

1

τ ′2

{
m2(τ ′)

H2
−
[
1 + 2

(
2ε(τ ′)− η(τ ′)

)]}
. (5.23)

Consequently, in the slowly time varying limit we get the following simplified expression for the Pancharatnam-

Berry phase for the two physical situations discussed in this paper:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

γPB,NB
k (τ) ≈ λNB

∫ −1

k

[
1 + 2

(
2ε(τ)− η(τ)

)]
τ

dτ ′

1

τ ′2

(
1 + 5ε(τ ′)− η(τ ′)

)
√
k2 − 1

τ ′2

[
1 + 2

(
2ε(τ ′)− η(τ ′)

)]

=
λNB

(
1 + 5ε(τ)− η(τ)

)
√[

1 + 2
(

2ε(τ)− η(τ)
)]
[
tan−1

(√
2
(

2ε(τ)− η(τ)
))
− tan−1

τ
√
k2 − 1

τ2

[
1 + 2

(
2ε(τ)− η(τ)

)]
√[

1 + 2
(

2ε(τ)− η(τ)
)]

 ]
, (5.24)

With Bell′s inequality violation :

γPB,B
k (τ) ≈ λB

∫ −1

k

{[
1 + 2

(
2ε(τ)− η(τ)

)]
− m2(τ)

H2

}
τ

dτ ′

1

τ ′2

(
1 + 5ε(τ ′)− η(τ ′)

)
√
k2 +

1

τ ′2

{
m2(τ ′)

H2
−
[
1 + 2

(
2ε(τ ′)− η(τ ′)

)]} ,

=

λB
(

1 + 5ε(τ)− η(τ)

)
√{[

1 + 2

(
2ε(τ)− η(τ)

)]
− m2(τ)

H2

}
[

tan−1

(√
2

(
2ε(τ)− η(τ)

)
− m2(τ)

H2

)

−tan−1


τ

√
k2 − 1

τ2

{[
1 + 2

(
2ε(τ)− η(τ)

)]
− m2(τ)

H2

}
√{[

1 + 2

(
2ε(τ)− η(τ)

)]
− m2(τ)

H2

}

]
.

(5.25)

where it is important to note that the upper limits of the integrations appearing in the expression for the

Pancharatnam-Berry phase are fixed in the conformal time scale from the poles of the above mentioned

results.

6 Observational consequences of Cosmological Geometric Phase

6.1 Connecting Pancharatnam-Berry phase with cosmological observables

In this section our prime objective is to make connection between the computed Pancharatnam-Berry

phase from the quantum description of primordial cosmology without and with having Bell’s inequality

violation with the cosmological observation to address the very relevant question that whether or not one
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can able to detect this in cosmological observation? To address this question first of all one need to connect

our computed results for the Pancharatnam-Berry phase with the perturbation theory originated cosmo-

logically relevant quantities which are probed in various observations related to early universe cosmology.

These cosmologically relevant quantities related to the scalar and tensor perturbations in the Planckian

unit (Mp = 1) are given by [136]:

Amplitude of the power spectrum : Pζ(k) =

(
k3

2π2

|vk(τ)|2

z2(τ)

)
, (6.1)

Spectral tilt/Spectral index : nζ(k) =

(
d lnPζ(k)

d ln k

)
= 1 + 2η(τ)− 4ε(τ), (6.2)

Tensor− to− scalar ratio : r(k) = 16ε(τ). (6.3)

Here one crucial point we have to mention that, the above mentioned cosmological consistency relations

are written by assuming the well known Bunch Davies vacuum state as the initial condition by fixing

C1 = 1 and C2 = 0 in the solution of the scalar modes which we have obtained by solving the Mukhanov

Sasaki equation. The prime reason for this is because the observational probes only look into the Bunch

Davies vacuum state to compare the outcomes from different models [136]. If this is not fully convincing

then one can interpret this in a different way. Once the observational probes give numerical constraints

on the above mentioned observations via cosmological parameter estimation using likelihood analysis,

the corresponding contributions in the above mentioned observables for other non Bunch Davies initial

conditions are adjusted in such a way that it confronts well with the outcome of the observation. In

presence of non-Bunch Davies initial it is expected to have the non-trivial contributions from both C1
and C2 as appearing in the solution of scalar modes. The determining relation for the power-spectrum

in terms of the scalar modes will be exactly same for the non-Bunch Davies states, but the changes will

be reflected in the expression once we substitute the expression for the modes that we have computed for

in absence and in presence of Bell’s inequality violation in this paper. Once can explicitly show that the

overall co-efficient, which is usually identified as the amplitude of the scalar power spectrum, will exactly

turn out be the same as obtained from the Bunch Davies quantum initial condition for both Bell violating

and non Bell violating cases. The changes will appear for both the cases in the additional multiplicative

factor which are the functions of both C1 and C2 and additionally the comoving scale k and the conformal

time τ . Since the contribution from this multiplicative factor is different for different choices of non Bunch

Davies vacuum states, it is further expected to have changes in the other observables, which are the scalar

spectral tilt/index and in the tensor-to-scalar ratio. For the non Bunch Davies initial condition for both

the observables we get the contribution from the usual Bunch Davies part and then some additive sub-

leading correction terms which turns out to be small once we impose the constraints from observation.

Though the overall structure becomes same. So from this discussion it appears to that, at the level of

determining and constrain the Pancharatnam-Berry phase in absence and in presence of Bell’s inequality

violation, it is not possible to distinguish the contributions from different quantum initial conditions.

In the slowly time varying limit we get the following simplified expression for the Pancharatnam-Berry

phase for the two physical situations:

Without Bell′s inequality violation :

γPB,NB
k (τ) ≈

λNB

(
1 +

3

16
r(k)− (1− nζ(k))

2

)
√

2− nζ(k)
tan−1


√

1− nζ(k)− τ

√
k2 − 1

τ2

[
2− nζ(k)

]
1 +

√
1− nζ(k)

√
2− nζ(k)

 , (6.4)

With Bell′s inequality violation :
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γPB,B
k (τ) ≈

λB
(

1 +
3

16
r(k)− (1− nζ(k))

2

)
√{

2− nζ(k)− m2(τ)

H2

} tan−1


√

1− nζ(k)− m2(τ)

H2
− τ

√
k2 − 1

τ2

{[
2− nζ(k)

]
− m2(τ)

H2

}

1 +

√
1− nζ(k)− m2(τ)

H2

√
2− nζ(k)− m2(τ)

H2

 .(6.5)

For the partially massless case we have to fix m/H ∼ 1 in the massive case result in the region, sub Hubble

super Hubble region and at the horizon crossing point.

(a) Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt with-
out Bell’s inequality violation in sub-Hubble region.

(b) Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt with-
out Bell’s inequality violation in super-Hubble region.

Figure 6.1: Behavior of the Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt without
having Bell’s inequality violation in sub and super Hubble regime.

6.2 Things to remember for physical interpretation

To interpret these obtained results physically and to connect with cosmological observation one need to

point the following crucial facts, which are appended below point-wise:

1. From the Planck 2018 combined with the BICEP2/Keck Array BK15 datasets (Planck TT,TE,EE

+lowE+lensing+BK15 likelihood data) gives the following combined constraints on the amplitude

of the power spectrum, spectral tilt and tensor-to-scalar-ratio [136]:

Amplitude of the power spectrum : Pζ(k∗) = (2.975± 0.056)× 10−10 68% CL, (6.6)

Spectral tilt/Spectral index : nζ(k∗) = 0.9649± 0.0042 68% CL, (6.7)

Tensor− to− scalar ratio : rζ(k∗) < 0.056 95% CL, (6.8)

where k∗ is identified to be pivot or the normalization scale in the following parametrization,

Pζ(k) = Pζ(k∗) (k/k∗)
nζ(k∗)−1. In this computation it is fixed at k∗ = 0.002 Mpc−1. Using the

above mentioned constraints our plan is to give a observationally viable tight constraint on the

Pancharatnam-Berry phase computed from scalar perturbation in the quantum set up for primor-

dial cosmology in absence and in the presence of Bell’s inequality violating effects.

2. If we consider the results without having any Bell’s inequality violating effect then the previously

mentioned three constraints are sufficient enough to put tighter constraint on the Pancharatnam-
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(a) Real part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt without Bell’s in-
equality violation at horizon exit point

(b) Imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt without Bell’s in-
equality violation at horizon exit point.

Figure 6.2: Behavior of the complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt
without having Bell’s inequality violation at horizon exit.

Figure 6.3: Behavior of the Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt with having
Bell’s inequality violation in sub-Hubble region for massive field.

Berry phase. But if we allow the Bell’s inequality violating effects in the primordial scalar cosmolog-

ical perturbation set up then one need to supply an additional information regarding the conformal

time dependent mass profile m2(τ)/H2, which we have taken a particular profile for the purpose of

the computation in this paper [102–104]. Apart from using this particular profile one may choose

various other profiles to study the effect in Bell’s inequality violation from a broad range of pos-

sibilities. Here the information regarding the quantum fluctuation in presence of Bell’s inequality

violation is extremely model dependent which rely on a particular type of or the class of confor-

mal time dependent profile which can finally give rise to desirable analytical result for the scalar

perturbed modes. Though we need to point here that, apart from having model or profile depen-
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(a) Real part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt with Bell’s in-
equality violation in the sub-Hubble region.

(b) Imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt without Bell’s in-
equality violation in the sub-Hubble region.

Figure 6.4: Behavior of the complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt with
having Bell’s inequality violation in sub-Hubble region for partially massless field.

(a) Real part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt with Bell’s in-
equality violation in the super-Hubble region.

(b) Imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt with Bell’s in-
equality violation in the super-Hubble region.

Figure 6.5: Behavior of the complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt with
having Bell’s inequality violation in sub-Hubble region for massive field.

dence on the analytical expression for the quantum fluctuated scalar modes the final expression for

the Pancharatnam-Berry phase can be directly expressed in terms of the scalar spectral tilt nζ and

in terms of the ratio m2(τ)/H2. In this final expression now if we supply the form of this profile

and compute the spectral tilt from the quantum fluctuated scalar modes in presence of the given

profile then one can fix the Pancharatnam-Berry phase in presence of Bell’s inequality violation.

In refs [102–104] it was explicitly pointed that the above mentioned profile for the conformal time
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Figure 6.6: Behavior of the purely imaginary Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral
tilt with having Bell’s inequality violation in super-Hubble region for partially massless field.

(a) Real part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt with Bell’s in-
equality violation at horizon crossing.

(b) Imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt with Bell’s in-
equality violation at horizon crossing.

Figure 6.7: Behavior of the complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt with
having Bell’s inequality violation at horizon crossing for partially massless field.

dependent mass is very successful to describe the effects and impacts of Bell’s inequality violation

within the set up of quantum theory of primordial cosmological perturbation theory. It was also

pointed in refs. [102–104] that in this type of set up one can have non vanishing one-point function

of co-moving scalar curvature perturbation field variable:

A. Sub Hubble region :

〈ζ̂k(τ)〉Sub = i lim
τ→−∞

∫ τ0

τ

dτ ′

τ ′
a(τ ′)

z2(τ ′)

m(τ ′)

H

(
vk(τ0)

dv−k(τ ′)

dτ ′
− v−k(τ0)

dvk(τ ′)

dτ ′

)
6= 0, (6.9)

B. Super Hubble region :
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(a) Real part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt with Bell’s in-
equality violation at horizon crossing.

(b) Imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs scalar spectral tilt with Bell’s in-
equality violation at horizon crossing.

Figure 6.8: Behavior of the complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt with
having Bell’s inequality violation at horizon crossing for massive field.

(a) Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase vs tensor-
to-scalar ratio without Bell’s inequality viola-
tion in sub-Hubble region.

(b) Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase vs tensor-
to-scalar ratio without Bell’s inequality viola-
tion in super-Hubble region.

Figure 6.9: Behavior of the Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio without
having Bell’s inequality violation in sub and super Hubble regime.

〈ζ̂k(τ)〉Super = i lim
τ→0

∫ τ0

τ

dτ ′

τ ′
a(τ ′)

z2(τ ′)

m(τ ′)

H

(
vk(τ0)

dv−k(τ ′)

dτ ′
− v−k(τ0)

dvk(τ ′)

dτ ′

)
6= 0, (6.10)

C. Sub Hubble to Super Hubble crossing point :

〈ζ̂k(τ)〉Cross = i lim
τ→− 1

k

∫ τ0

τ

dτ ′

τ ′
a(τ ′)

z2(τ ′)

m(τ ′)

H

(
vk(τ0)

dv−k(τ ′)

dτ ′
− v−k(τ0)

dvk(τ ′)

dτ ′

)
6= 0. (6.11)
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(a) Real part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs tensor-to-scalar ratio with-
out Bell’s inequality violation at horizon cross-
ing point.

(b) Imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs tensor-to-scalar ratio with-
out Bell’s inequality violation at horizon cross-
ing point.

Figure 6.10: Behavior of the Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio without
having Bell’s inequality at the horizon crossing point.

Figure 6.11: Behavior of the Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio with
having Bell’s inequality in the sub-Hubble region for heavy field.

In this one-point function the upper limit of the integration in all the primordial cosmological scales

is given by the following expression:

τ0 = −1

k

[
2− nζ(k)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Non Bell violating contribution

− 1

k

m2(τ)

H2︸ ︷︷ ︸
Bell violating contribution

(6.12)

the lower limit of the integration is fixed from the the cosmological scale of interest, sub Hubble

region (τ → −∞), super Hubble region (τ → 0) and sub Hubble to super Hubble crossing point
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(a) Real part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio with Bell’s inequality violation in super-
Hubble region.

(b) Imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio with Bell’s inequality violation in super-Hubble re-
gion.

Figure 6.12: Behavior of the complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio
with having Bell’s inequality in the super-Hubble region for heavy field.

(a) Real part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio with Bell’s inequality violation in sub-
Hubble region.

(b) Imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio with Bell’s inequality violation in sub-Hubble re-
gion.

Figure 6.13: Behavior of the complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio
with having Bell’s inequality in the sub-Hubble region for partially massless field.

(τ → −1/k) respectively. This is the direct outcome of having Bell’s inequality violation as the

following statement is true for all cosmological scales [102–104]:√
〈
[
ζ̂k(τ), Π̂ζ,k(τ)

]
〉 ∝ 〈ζ̂k(τ)〉 6= 0 because

m(τ)

H
6= 0 &

∣∣∣∣m(τ)

H

∣∣∣∣� 1. (6.13)
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Figure 6.14: Behavior of the complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio
with having Bell’s inequality in the super-Hubble region for partially massless field.

(a) Real part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio with Bell’s inequality violation at horizon exit.

(b) Imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio with Bell’s inequality violation at horizon exit.

Figure 6.15: Behavior of the complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio
with having Bell’s inequality at the horizon exit point for massive field.

Without Bell’s inequality violation the above quantity is explicitly zero as m(τ)/H = 0 in that case.

Here the quantum operator ζ̂k(τ) is defined as, ζ̂k(τ) = v̂k(τ)/z(τ) in the Planckian unit (Mp = 1).

The classical counterpart vk(τ) we have computed by solving the Mukhanov Sasaki equation for a

given conformal time dependent profile for m(τ)/H which satisfy the constraint |m(τ)/H| � 1. From

this discussion it implies that if in near future observations one can able to detect such heavy mass

quantum fluctuations, then the existence of one-point function and the related square-root of the

expectation value of the commutator bracket (which is commonly known as spread) can be confirmed,

which will be treated to be the direct observational confirmation of Bell’s inequality violation in the

primordial cosmology. Since without having Bell’s inequality violation in cosmology we mostly deal
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(a) Real part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio with Bell’s inequality violation at horizon exit.

(b) Imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-
nam Berry phase vs tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio with Bell’s inequality violation at horizon exit.

Figure 6.16: Behavior of the complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio
with having Bell’s inequality at the horizon exit point for partially massless field.

with Gaussian random variables it is expected to have zero one-point function. Here in the present

set up the one-point function is significantly non vanishing and finite due to having heavy mass profile

|m(τ)/H| � 1, it is in turn expected that the amount of primordial non-Gaussianity will be large

compared to the result obtained without Bell’s inequality violation from single field cosmological

perturbation theory. So if in near future the observational probe can able to detect large value of the

cosmological three and four point functions then that can also be treated to be second confirmation

of having Bell’s inequality violation in the primordial cosmological set up. So to give a justifiable and

physically consistent prediction for Pancharatnam-Berry phase computed from the Bell’s inequality

violating set up.

3. To give a as much as possible a model independent numerical estimation of the theoretically computed

expression for the Pancharatnam-Berry phase in the primordial cosmological set up we are going to

follow the mentioned steps as appended below:

(a) In absence of Bell’s inequality violation:

In this case we are going to first of all fix the value of the tensor-to-scalar ratio in five differ-

ent range of values in the decimal places. This is because of the fact that except the upper

bound the exact value with statistical error bar (CL) is not yet measured from the observa-

tional probes. For this reason we have to choose different prior values of the tensor-to-scalar

ratio. Once we choose these five different prior value that will automatically fix the energy scale

of inflation associated with this scenario and the corresponding underlying physical framework

responsible for generating inflationary effective potential which will appear in the expression for

the Hubble parameter in the slowly time varying region through the Einstein’s equation written

in spatially flat FLRW background (Friedmann equantion) with quasi de Sitter solution. With

having this information in our hand we will vary the scalar spectral tilt within the previously

mentioned observational window obtained from Planck 2018 combined with the BICEP2/Keck

Array BK15 datasets (Planck TT,TE,EE +lowE+lensing+BK15 likelihood data) [136] as ap-

pearing in the theoretically computed expression for the Pancharatnam-Berry phase. This will
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serve the purpose and finally it is possible to obtain the numerically predicted value of the

Pancharatnam-Berry phase which is consistent with the above mentioned combined observa-

tional constraints for other observables.

(b) In presence of Bell’s inequality violation:

In this case we need to follow the same steps as stated in the previous point. Along with that

we need to supply the the conformal time dependent heavy mass profile which we have stated

before. Using this information along with five different prior values of the tensor-to-scalar ra-

tio we will vary the scalar spectral tilt within the previously mentioned observational window

obtained from Planck 2018 combined with the BICEP2/Keck Array BK15 datasets (Planck

TT,TE,EE +lowE+lensing+BK15 likelihood data) [136] as appearing in the theoretically com-

puted expression for the Pancharatnam-Berry phase in presence of Bell’s inequality violation.

Though the conformal time dependent behaviour of the Pancharatnam-Berry phase in presence

of Bell’s inequality violation in this case will be dependent on the chosen profile structure of

the heavy mass fluctuation, though it is expected that the numerically predicted value of this

phase will not change drastically for other choice of the heavy mass profile.

4. Next to give a model independent numerical estimation of the theoretically computed expression for

the Pancharatnam-Berry phase in the primordial cosmological set up we are going to follow some

different mentioned steps as appended below:

(a) In absence of Bell’s inequality violation:

In this case we are going to first of all fix the value of the scalar spectral tilt in five different

range of values within the observed window predicted from from Planck 2018 combined with

the BICEP2/Keck Array BK15 datasets (Planck TT,TE,EE +lowE+lensing+BK15 likelihood

data) [136]. With having this information in our hand we will vary the tensor-to-scalar ratio as

appearing in the theoretically computed expression for the Pancharatnam-Berry phase where

we will consider the range of variation below the predicted upper bound from observation.

This will serve the purpose and finally it is possible to obtain the numerically predicted value

of the Pancharatnam-Berry phase which is consistent with the above mentioned combined

observational constraints for other observables.

(b) In presence of Bell’s inequality violation:

In this case we need to follow the same steps as stated in the previous point. Along with that we

need to supply the the conformal time dependent heavy mass profile which we have stated before.

Using this information along with five different prior values of the scalar spectral tilt within

the observed window we will vary the tensor-to-scalar ratio below the previously mentioned

observational upper bound. Additionally we need provide the conformal time dependent profile

of the heavy mass fluctuation, though as we have mentioned earlier it is similarly expected here

as well that the numerically predicted value of this phase will not change drastically for other

choice of the profile.

5. Combination of the last two performed steps for non Bell violating and Bell violating case in primor-

dial cosmological set up will fix the numerically predicted range of the Pancharatnam-Berry phase

which confronts well with the previously mentioned observational constraints.

6. During performing the numerics and implement that to get relevant plots we have actually used the

ratio of the Pancharatnam-Berry phase and the corresponding eigenvalue of the the Lewis Riesenfeld

quantum operator i.e. γPB,NB/λNB for the non Bell violating case and γPB,B/λB. For simplicity

we have identified both of them to be the Normalized Pancharatnam-Berry phase, this terminology

we are going to further use throughout our analysis performed in this section.
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7. Using the present analysis it is possible to put stringent constraint on the Normalized Pancharatnam-

Berry phase without and with having Bell’s inequality violation within the framework of primordial

cosmology. Since in this construction in the sub-Hubble region (−kτ → ∞ or −kτ � 1) the

Hamiltonian of the primordial cosmological perturbation can be expressed in terms of quantum

mechanical Harmonic oscillator then in this regime the eigenvalue of the Lewis Riesenfeld quantum

operator in absence of Bell’s inequality violation can be expressed in terms discrete positive integers

as:

lim
−kτ→∞

λNB :=

(
n+

1

2

)
where n = Z+. (6.14)

Here by fixing the values of n one can further able to obtain simplified constraint on the Pancharatnam-

Berry phase γPB,NB instead of fixing the ratio γPB,NB/λNB for the non-Bell violating case. On the

other hand in the sub-Hubble region due to having additional contributions in the case for Bell’s

inequality violation it is not at all possible to treat the corresponding Hamiltonian of the primordial

cosmological perturbation for the scalar modes as quantum mechanical Harmonic oscillator. Conse-

quently, in this case the eigenvalue of the Lewis Riesenfeld quantum operator cannot be represented

in terms of discrete positive integers. Instead of that it turns out to be that in this case the eigenvalue

λB becomes continuous and for this reason in the Bell violating case the ratio γPB,B/λB can only

be constrained. Now further if we want to remove the information regarding this eigenvalue and just

only constrain the Pancharatnam-Berry phase γPB,B, then we need to integrate the over all possible

eigenvalues values to get the following normalised version of the average value of the phase, which is

given by:

lim
−kτ→∞

γPB,B(τ) :=

∫
dλB V(λB) γPB,B(τ)∫

dλB V(λB)

, (6.15)

where V(λB) is the distribution function of the continuous eigenvalue λB which one need to consider

to compute this average value.

6.3 Numerical results: Physical interpretation and numerical constraints

The detailed interpretation of the plots are appended below point-wise:

• In fig. (6.1(a)) and fig. (6.1(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the Normalized Pancharatnam Berry

phase with scalar spectral tilt without having Bell’s inequality violation in sub and super Hubble

regime for massless case respectively. For each cases we have fixed the value of tensor-to-scalar ratio

at r = 0.05, 0.005, 0.0005 values. We have drawn three vertical lines at nζ(k∗) = 0.9649 − 0.0042,

nζ(k∗) = 0.9649 and nζ(k∗) = 0.9649 + 0.0042 (from left to right) which are drawn with 68% CL

observed value [136]. From this analysis we found for the massless field case without having the

Bell’s inequality violation following constraints from the plots appear in the sub and super Hubble

region:

Sub−Hubble region with massless field (without Bell′s inequality violation) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ −1.368 ≤ γPB,NB

λNB
≤ −1.337, (6.16)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ −1.358 ≤ γPB,NB

λNB
≤ −1.327, (6.17)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ −1.356 ≤ γPB,NB

λNB
≤ −1.325, (6.18)
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Super−Hubble region with massless field (without Bell′s inequality violation) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ 0.172 ≤ γPB,NB

λNB
≤ 0.191, (6.19)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ 0.168 ≤ γPB,NB

λNB
≤ 0.187, (6.20)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ 0.167 ≤ γPB,NB

λNB
≤ 0.186. (6.21)

• In fig. (6.2(a)) and fig. (6.2(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the real and imaginary part of

complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt without having Bell’s in-

equality violation at the sub to super Hubble crossing point for massless case respectively. From this

analysis we found for the massless field case without having the Bell’s inequality violation following

constraints from the plots appear at the sub Hubble to super Hubble crossing point:

Horizon− crossing point with massless field (without Bell′s inequality violation) :

From real part (Oscillatory amplitude contribution) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ 0.168 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 0.192, (6.22)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ 0.165 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 0.190, (6.23)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ 0.163 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 0.188, (6.24)

From imaginary part (Growing amplitude contribution) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ −0.195 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −0.176, (6.25)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ −0.194 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −0.174, (6.26)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ −0.193 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −0.172. (6.27)

• In fig. (6.3), we have plotted the behavior of the Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar

spectral tilt with having Bell’s inequality violation at the sub Hubble region for massive/heavy field

case. From this analysis we found for the massive/heavy field case with having the Bell’s inequality

violation following constraints from the plots appear in the sub-Hubble region:

Sub−Hubble region with massive field (with Bell′s inequality violation) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ 1.216× 10−3 ≤ γPB,B

λB
≤ 1.221× 10−3, (6.28)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ 1.206× 10−3 ≤ γPB,B

λB
≤ 1.211× 10−3, (6.29)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ 1.204× 10−3 ≤ γPB,B

λB
≤ 1.209× 10−3. (6.30)

• In fig. (6.4(a)) and fig. (6.4(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the real and imaginary part of

complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt with having Bell’s inequality

violation in the sub Hubble region for partially massless case respectively. From this analysis we found

for the partially massless feild case with having the Bell’s inequality violation following constraints
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from the plots appear in the sub Hubble region:

Sub−Hubble region with partially massless field (with Bell′s inequality violation) :

From real part (Oscillatory amplitude contribution) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ −8.8 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −7.8, (6.31)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ −8.7 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −7.7, (6.32)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ 8.6 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −7.6, (6.33)

From imaginary part (Decaying amplitude contribution) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ 11.5 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 13.5, (6.34)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ 11.3 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 13.3, (6.35)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ 11.2 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 13.2. (6.36)

• In fig. (6.5(a)) and fig. (6.5(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the real and imaginary part of

complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt with having Bell’s inequality

violation in the super Hubble region for massive field case respectively. From this analysis we found

for the partially massive field case with having the Bell’s inequality violation following constraints

from the plots appear in the super Hubble region:

Super−Hubble region with massive field (with Bell′s inequality violation) :

From real part (Oscillatory amplitude contribution) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ 7.01× 10−2 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 7.03× 10−2, (6.37)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ 6.95× 10−2 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 6.97× 10−2, (6.38)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ 6.94× 10−2 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 6.96× 10−2, (6.39)

From imaginary part (Growing amplitude contribution) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ −4.175× 10−1 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −4.16× 10−1, (6.40)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ −4.141× 10−1 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −4.125× 10−1, (6.41)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ −4.137× 10−1 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −4.121× 10−1. (6.42)

• In fig. (6.6), we have plotted the behavior of the purely imaginary part of the Normalized Pancharat-

nam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt with having Bell’s inequality violation at the super Hubble

region for partially massless field case. From this analysis we found for the partially massless field

case with having the Bell’s inequality violation following constraints from the plots appear in the

super-Hubble region:

Super−Hubble region with partially massless field (with Bell′s inequality violation) :
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For r = 0.05 =⇒ 11.5 ≤ γPB,B

λB
≤ 13.5, (6.43)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ 11.2 ≤ γPB,B

λB
≤ 13.4, (6.44)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ 11.1 ≤ γPB,B

λB
≤ 13.3. (6.45)

• In fig. (6.7(a)) and fig. (6.7(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the real and imaginary part of

complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt with having Bell’s inequal-

ity violation at the sub Hubble to super Hubble crossing point for partially massless field case

respectively. From this analysis we found for the partially massless field case with having the Bell’s

inequality violation following constraints from the plots appear at the sub Hubble to super Hubble

crossing point:

Horizon− crossing point with partially massless field (with Bell′s inequality violation) :

From real part (Oscillatory amplitude contribution) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ −7.2 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −8.2, (6.46)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ −7.3 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 8.3, (6.47)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ −7.35 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −8.35, (6.48)

From imaginary part (Decaying amplitude contribution) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ 11.5 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 13.5, (6.49)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ 11.4 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 13.4, (6.50)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ 11.3 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 13.3. (6.51)

• In fig. (6.8(a)) and fig. (6.8(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the real and imaginary part of

complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with scalar spectral tilt with having Bell’s inequality

violation at the sub Hubble to super Hubble crossing point for massive field case respectively. From

this analysis we found for the massive field case with having the Bell’s inequality violation following

constraints from the plots appear at the sub Hubble to super Hubble crossing point:

Horizon− crossing point with massive field (with Bell′s inequality violation) :

From real part (Oscillatory amplitude contribution) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ 0.956 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 0.959, (6.52)

For r = 0.005 =⇒ 0.947 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 0.951, (6.53)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ 0.946 ≤
Re
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ 0.950, (6.54)

From imaginary part (Growing amplitude contribution) :

For r = 0.05 =⇒ −1.567 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −1.563, (6.55)
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For r = 0.005 =⇒ −1.554 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −1.549, (6.56)

For r = 0.0005 =⇒ −1.552 ≤
Im
[
γPB,NB

]
λNB

≤ −1.547. (6.57)

• In fig. (6.9(a)) and fig. (6.9(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the Normalized Pancharatnam Berry

phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio without having Bell’s inequality violation in sub and super Hubble

regime for massless case respectively. From this analysis we found for the massless field case without

having the Bell’s inequality violation at the value of tensor-to-scalar ratio, r = 0.05, r = 0.005

and r = 0.0005 that the constrained value of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase from the plots

drawn in the sub and super Hubble region are perfectly match with the predictions obtained from

fig. (6.1(a)) and fig. (6.1(b)) respectively. This cross-check actually justify the correctness of our

analysis and the obtained constraint on the value of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase in the

sub and super Hubble region for the massless field case.

• In fig. (6.10(a)) and fig. (6.10(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the real and imaginary part

of complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio without having Bell’s

inequality violation at the sub to super Hubble crossing point for massless case respectively. From this

analysis we found for the massless field case without having the Bell’s inequality violation at the value

of tensor-to-scalar ratio, r = 0.05, r = 0.005 and r = 0.0005 that the constrained value of Normalized

Pancharatnam Berry phase from the plots drawn at the sub to super Hubble horizon crossing point

are perfectly match with the predictions obtained from fig. (6.2(a)) and fig. (6.2(b)) respectively.

This cross-check actually justify the correctness of our analysis and the obtained constraint on the

value of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase at the sub to super Hubble horizon crossing point

for the massless field case.

• In fig. (6.11), we have plotted the behavior of the Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-

to-scalar ratio with having Bell’s inequality violation in the sub Hubble region for massive/heavy field

case. From this analysis we found for the massless field case without having the Bell’s inequality vi-

olation at the value of tensor-to-scalar ratio, r = 0.05, r = 0.005 and r = 0.0005 that the constrained

value of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase from the plots drawn in the sub Hubble region are

perfectly match with the predictions obtained from fig. (6.3). This cross-check actually justify the

correctness of our analysis and the obtained constraint on the value of Normalized Pancharatnam

Berry phase in the sub Hubble region for massive/heavy field case.

• In fig. (6.12(a)) and fig. (6.12(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the real and imaginary part of

complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio with having Bell’s in-

equality violation in the super Hubble region for massive field case respectively. From this analysis

we found for the massive field case without having the Bell’s inequality violation at the value of

tensor-to-scalar ratio, r = 0.05, r = 0.005 and r = 0.0005 that the constrained value of Normalized

Pancharatnam Berry phase from the plots drawn in the super Hubble region are perfectly match

with the predictions obtained from fig. (6.5(a)) and fig. (6.5(b)) respectively. This cross-check actu-

ally justify the correctness of our analysis and the obtained constraint on the value of Normalized

Pancharatnam Berry phase in the super Hubble region for massive/heavy field case.

• In fig. (6.13(a)) and fig. (6.13(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the real and imaginary part

of complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio with having Bell’s

inequality violation in the sub Hubble region for partially massless field case respectively. From this

analysis we found for the partially massless field case without having the Bell’s inequality violation

at the value of tensor-to-scalar ratio, r = 0.05, r = 0.005 and r = 0.0005 that the constrained
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value of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase from the plots drawn in the sub Hubble region are

perfectly match with the predictions obtained from fig. (6.4(a)) and fig. (6.4(b)) respectively. This

cross-check actually justify the correctness of our analysis and the obtained constraint on the value

of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase in the sub Hubble region for partially massless field case.

• In fig. (6.14), we have plotted the behavior of the purely imaginary part of the Normalized Pan-

charatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio with having Bell’s inequality violation in the super

Hubble region for partially massless field case respectively. From this analysis we found for the par-

tially massless field case without having the Bell’s inequality violation at the value of tensor-to-scalar

ratio, r = 0.05, r = 0.005 and r = 0.0005 that the constrained value of Normalized Pancharatnam

Berry phase from the plots drawn in the super Hubble region are perfectly match with the predic-

tions obtained from fig. (6.6). This cross-check actually justify the correctness of our analysis and

the obtained constraint on the value of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase in the super Hubble

region for partially massless field case.

• In fig. (6.15(a)) and fig. (6.15(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the real and imaginary part of com-

plex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar ratio with having Bell’s inequality

violation at the sub to super Hubble horizon crossing point for massive field case respectively. From

this analysis we found for the massive field case without having the Bell’s inequality violation at

the value of tensor-to-scalar ratio, r = 0.05, r = 0.005 and r = 0.0005 that the constrained value

of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase from the plots drawn at the horizon crossing point are

perfectly match with the predictions obtained from fig. (6.8(a)) and fig. (6.8(b)) respectively. This

cross-check actually justify the correctness of our analysis and the obtained constraint on the value

of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase at the horizon crossing point for massive field case.

• Last but not the least, in fig. (6.16(a)) and fig. (6.16(b)), we have plotted the behavior of the

real and imaginary part of complex Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase with tensor-to-scalar

ratio with having Bell’s inequality violation at the sub to super Hubble horizon crossing point for

partially massless field case respectively. From this analysis we found for the partially massless field

case without having the Bell’s inequality violation at the value of tensor-to-scalar ratio, r = 0.05,

r = 0.005 and r = 0.0005 that the constrained value of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase from

the plots drawn at the horizon crossing point are perfectly match with the predictions obtained from

fig. (6.7(a)) and fig. (6.7(b)) respectively. This cross-check actually justify the correctness of our

analysis and the obtained constraint on the value of Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase at the

horizon crossing point for partially massless field case.

7 Conclusion

The concluding remarks of this paper are appended below point-wise:

• In this paper, we have started our discussion with a mini review on finding the geometric phase,

which is commonly known as the Pancharatnam Berry phase using the well known Lewis Riesenfeld

invariant quantum operator method to find continuous eigen values within the framework of inverted

Harmonic oscillator having time dependent effective frequency. This general discussion will be helpful

for the development and construction of rest of the paper which is devoted to study to find out the

Pancharatnam Berry phase within the framework of primordial cosmological perturbation theory

with scalar modes.

• After giving a mini review of the framework within the context of quantum mechanics we have

discussed the outcomes of the non-Bell’s inequality violating and Bell’s inequality violating scenario
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at the classical level by solving the classical equation of motion, which is commonly referred as the

Mukhanov Sasaki equation within the framework of cosmology.

• Before going to the further details in the computation we have considered the sub Hubble, super

Hubble and sub to super Hubble transition separately to understand the internal underlying features

of the Hamiltonian of the primordial cosmological perturbation before quantization both in the

absence and presence of Bell’s inequality violation.

• Next we promote all the classical conformal time dependent variables to quantum mechanical opera-

tor and without explicit using the oscillator algebra written in terms of the annihilation and creation

operators we promote the classical Hamiltonian as quantum Hamiltonian. Then we have explicitly

demonstrated that using the well known Lewis Riesenfeld invariant quantum operator method how

one can able to explicitly compute the conformal time dependent amplitude part of the wave function

which is treated to be the eigenfunction in this context.

• Further using the Milne Penny equation we have written the explicit form of the Lewis Riesenfeld

phase factor, the dynamical phase factor and the expression for the Pancharatnam Berry phase

which we have extracted using both of these expressions computed for having no Bell’s inequality

violation and an explicit Bell’s inequality violation within the framework of primordial cosmological

perturbation theory of scalar modes.

• Expressing every contribution in terms of the slow roll parameters is the most useful and realistic

part of the analytical computations of Pancharatnam Berry phase using Lewis Riesenfeld invariant

quantum operator formalism. The prime reason is, this identification actually helps us to connect this

computed results with the observables like the amplitude of power spectrum and spectral index/tilt

from scalar modes and tensor-to-scalar ratio, which further helps us to give stringent numerical

constraint on the theoretically computed Pancharatnam Berry phase in the present context of dis-

cussion.

The further future prospects of the presented work is appended below point-wise:

• The present study of finding Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase for the massless, partially

massless and massive/heavy field case is performed in presence of pure quantum state. It is possible to

extend this analysis for mixed quantum state which allows to construct the density matrix operators

ρ and σ and hence a very important quantum information theoretic measure, which is knows as

Fidelity, F(ρ, σ) through which it is possible to measure the closeness of two quantum states in the

present framework. In a more technical language this measure of closeness of two quantum states

quantified by the following expression:

F(ρ, σ) :=

(
Tr [
√
ρ σ
√
ρ ]

)2

= |〈Ψρ|Ψσ〉|2 (Using Uhlmann′s theorem) (7.1)

where the corresponding density matrices ρ and σ are defined as, ρ = |Ψρ〉〈Ψρ| & σ = |Ψσ〉〈Ψσ|. Here

the Fidelity have the following properties which are the immediate consequences of the Uhlmann’s

theorem for mixed quantum states:

1. Symmetric: F(ρ, σ) = F(σ, ρ).

2. Positivity Bound: 0 ≤ F(ρ, σ) ≤ 1 which can be shown using Cauchy–Schwarz inequality.

3. Normalization Condition: F(ρ, ρ) = 1.

4. Invariance under Unitary transformation:

F(ρ, σ)
U−→ F̃(ρ, σ) := F(UρU†,UσU†) = F(ρ, σ) where U is the Unitary operator.
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The most important outcome is in this computation for the mixed quantum states a generalized

geometric phase arises, which is known as the Uhlmann phase [3, 109–114] which can be expressed

in terms of Fidelity by the following expression:

γUhlmann := arg

[(
Tr [
√
ρ σ
√
ρ ]

)]
=
√
F(ρ, σ). (7.2)

In future it is possible to generalize the present computation for mixed states in primordial cos-

mological perturbation theory set up and it be really interesting explicitly find the corresponding

Uhlmann phase [3, 109–114] from the computation of Fidelity. Additionally, for this extended mixed

state framework one can further study the relationship among Uhlmann phase, quantum speed limit

and the trace distance which gives an additional constraint:

1− γUhlmann ≤ D(ρ, σ) :=
1

2
||ρ− σ||Tr ≤

√
1− γ2

Uhlmann. (7.3)

• In the present work we have only considered canonical single field model in the spatially flat De Sitter

background. This computation can be further generalized in presence of non-minimal theories like,

P (X,φ) where X = −(∂φ)2/2. Also this idea can be further generalized for all classes of Effective

Field Theory [43, 45, 47, 48, 50, 54, 55, 61, 62, 137–147] framework as well. In both the cases an

additional contribution of effective sound-speed parameter cS play significant role which will going to

appear in the expressions derived for Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase in absence and presence

of Bell’s inequality violation.

• Till now we have not considered the effect of quantum entanglement [148–164] without and with

having squeezed states [106, 165–175, 175–187] in the primordial cosmological set up. In presence

of this effect it also important to study the corresponding geometric phase appearing in the present

cosmological framework.

• Further generalization for the two field or multi-field model and for the Effective Field Theory [188] of

multi-field scenario can be also very useful to quantify the corresponding geometric phase appearing

in the present cosmological framework.

• Last but not the least, in this paper we have not discussed anything related to quantum quench

[189–201] and its direct impact in the Normalized Pancharatnam Berry phase. In near future we will

explore this possibility.

Acknowledgments

The research fellowship of SC is supported by the J. C. Bose National Fellowship of Sudhakar Panda.

SC also would line to thank School of Physical Sciences, NISER, Bhubaneswar for providing the work

friendly environment. SC also thank all the members of our newly formed virtual international non-profit

consortium Quantum Structures of the Space-Time & Matter (QASTM) for elaborative discussions. Last

but not the least, we would like to acknowledge our debt to the people belonging to the various part of

the world for their generous and steady support for research in natural sciences.

References

[1] S. Pancharatnam, “Generalized theory of interference, and its applications,” Proceedings of the Indian

Academy of Sciences - Section A 44 (1956) 247–262.

48

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF03046050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF03046050


[2] M. V. Berry, “Quantal phase factors accompanying adiabatic changes,” Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 392

(1984) 45–57.

[3] A. Uhlmann, “Parallel transport and “quantum holonomy” along density operators,” Reports on

Mathematical Physics 24 (1986) 229–240.

[4] M. Born and V. Fock, “Beweis des Adiabatensatzes,” Zeitschrift fur Physik 51 no. 3-4, (Mar., 1928)

165–180.

[5] B. Simon, “Holonomy, the quantum adiabatic theorem, and Berry’s phase,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 51 (1983)

2167–2170.

[6] Y. Aharonov and J. Anandan, “Phase Change During a Cyclic Quantum Evolution,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 58

(1987) 1593.

[7] J. Samuel and R. Bhandari, “General Setting for Berry’s Phase,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 60 (1988) 2339–2342.

[8] J. F. Clauser, M. A. Horne, A. Shimony, and R. A. Holt, “Proposed Experiment to Test Local

Hidden-Variable Theories,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 23 (1969) 880–884.

[9] D. Rohrlich, Berry’s Phase, pp. 31–36. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2009.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-70626-7_12.

[10] Y. Aharonov and D. Bohm, “Significance of electromagnetic potentials in the quantum theory,” Phys. Rev.

115 (Aug, 1959) 485–491. https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.115.485.
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[124] A. Romero-Bermúdez, K. Schalm, and V. Scopelliti, “Regularization dependence of the OTOC. Which

Lyapunov spectrum is the physical one?,” JHEP 07 (2019) 107, arXiv:1903.09595 [hep-th].

[125] S. Choudhury, “The Cosmological OTOC: Formulating new cosmological micro-canonical correlation

functions for random chaotic fluctuations in Out-of-Equilibrium Quantum Statistical Field Theory,”

Symmetry 12 no. 9, (2020) 1527, arXiv:2005.11750 [hep-th].

[126] S. Choudhury, “The Cosmological OTOC: A New Proposal for Quantifying Auto-correlated Random

Non-chaotic Primordial Fluctuations,” Symmetry 13 no. 4, (2021) 599.

[127] A. Morinaga and K. Nanri, “Noncyclic berry phase and scalar aharonov-bohm phase for the

spin-redirection evolution in an atom interferometer,” Phys. Rev. A 86 (Aug, 2012) 022105.

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.022105.

[128] K.-P. Marzlin and B. C. Sanders, “Inconsistency in the Application of the Adiabatic Theorem,” Phys. Rev.

Lett. 93 (2004) 160408, arXiv:quant-ph/0404022.

[129] J. Ma, Y. Zhang, E. Wang, and B. Wu, “Comment II on ‘Inconsistency in the Application of the Adiabatic

Theorem’,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (2006) 128902.

[130] A. Pati and A. Rajagopal, “Inconsistencies of the adiabatic theorem and the berry phase,” arXiv:

Quantum Physics (2004) .

[131] Y. Aharonov and A. Casher, “Topological Quantum Effects for Neutral Particles,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 53

(1984) 319.

54

http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.00457
http://dx.doi.org/10.17863/CAM.63090
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.130401
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.130401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.032110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.032110
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.032110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)106
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.01409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)138
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09435
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2019)102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2019)102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.01513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.03118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2019)006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.09731
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)154
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.08956
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2020)013
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.04381
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym13010044
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym13010044
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.03280
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2019)107
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.09595
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym12091527
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.11750
http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints202102.0616.v1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.022105
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.022105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.160408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.160408
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0404022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.128902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.53.319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.53.319


[132] J. Zak, “Berry’s phase for energy bands in solids,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 62 (Jun, 1989) 2747–2750.

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.62.2747.

[133] H. R. Lewis and W. B. Riesenfeld, “An exact quantum theory of the time-dependent harmonic oscillator

and of a charged particle in a time-dependent electromagnetic field,” Journal of Mathematical Physics 10

no. 8, (1969) 1458–1473, https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1664991. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1664991.

[134] H. R. Lewis, “Class of exact invariants for classical and quantum time-dependent harmonic oscillators,”

Journal of Mathematical Physics 9 no. 11, (1968) 1976–1986, https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1664532.

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1664532.

[135] I. A. PEDROSA and I. GUEDES, “Quantum states of a generalized time-dependent inverted harmonic

oscillator,” International Journal of Modern Physics B 18 no. 09, (2004) 1379–1385,

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979204024732. https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979204024732.

[136] Planck Collaboration, Y. Akrami et al., “Planck 2018 results. X. Constraints on inflation,” Astron.

Astrophys. 641 (2020) A10, arXiv:1807.06211 [astro-ph.CO].

[137] S. Weinberg, “Effective Field Theory for Inflation,” Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 123541, arXiv:0804.4291

[hep-th].

[138] G. Gubitosi, F. Piazza, and F. Vernizzi, “The Effective Field Theory of Dark Energy,” JCAP 02 (2013)

032, arXiv:1210.0201 [hep-th].
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