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Abstract

Particle production in de Sitter spacetime arises from the exponential expansion of space,

rendering the Bunch-Davies vacuum perceived as a particle-containing state by late-time ob-

servers. For states defined as eigenstates of both momentum and the Hamiltonian, the

Bunch-Davies vacuum exhibits a constant particle density per physical momentum. We

explore particle production beyond this baseline, focusing on deviations from exact de Sit-

ter conditions and non-gravitational interactions, such as slow-roll inflation or interactions

arising from the coupling of inflation to other fields. Using Bogoliubov transformations,

we calculate the number density of energy/momentum eigenstates. In single-field inflation,

this density captures the observed spectral index of the primordial power spectrum, while

in two-field models, it reflects the non-gravitational coupling driving background trajectory

turning. We present analytical results applicable to various scenarios involving particle pro-

duction from non-adiabatic processes during inflation.ar
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1 Introduction

In contrast to flat spacetime, where the vacuum state is well-defined and stable, curved space-

time introduces ambiguities in the definition of particles [1], leading to situations where different

observers may disagree on the particle content of a system [2–9]. This effect is especially promi-

nent in time-dependent spacetimes [10], such as cosmological backgrounds, where changes in

the geometry can cause transitions in the system’s quantum state, resulting in the spontaneous

production of particles as perceived by a single observer at different times.

In the particular case of cosmic inflation [11–14], particle production is usually understood as

arising from the nearly exponential expansion of space, which causes the Bunch-Davies vacuum

defined at early times to be perceived as a particle-containing state by late-time observers. For
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instance, for a massless scalar field in an exact de Sitter spacetime with spatially flat foliations

and a constant expansion rate H, the Bunch-Davies (BD) state displays a phase-space number-

density (expressed in terms of physical momenta p) that remains constant over time [15]:

nBD
p =

H2

4p2
. (1.1)

This result gives the density of particles as n =
∫
d3p nBD

p and is computed for particle states

defined to be eigenstates of the system’s Hamiltonian.

This expression is valid for any momentum and is consistent with the fact that de Sitter

spacetime does not favor any particular time. Consequently, particle production on top of this

bath requires either departures from exact de Sitter conditions, such as those present in slow-roll

inflation scenarios, or the presence of non-gravitational interactions, as typically encountered in

multifield inflationary models. Of course, eventually inflation ends, leaving behind the nearly de

Sitter stage characterized by (1.1), and any quanta produced during inflation must have decayed

into resultant products, heating up the universe. Counting with analytical expressions for the

number-density of particles, such as (1.1) or alterations thereof due to non-adiabatic dynamics,

turns out to be relevant in order to infer properties associated to the end of inflation, even

though a complete characterization is found to be somewhat model dependent. The purpose of

this article is to analyze particle production during inflation paying special attention on small

departures from (1.1) as a consequence of interactions found in multifield models of inflation.

A common approach to studying quantum particle production in time-dependent backgrounds,

involves the calculation of Bogoliubov coefficients, typically denoted by αk and βk [6, 7]. These

coefficients parameterize a linear, canonical transformation known as a Bogoliubov transfor-

mation, which relates the vacuum state of the system before and after a background change.

Equivalently, they describe how the field operator for a given particle species transforms in re-

sponse to the changing background. More to the point, for a given wave-vector k, the mode

function uoutk (t) after the background evolution can be expressed in terms of the “positive fre-

quency” mode function uink (t) before the change takes place. This relationship is given by:

uoutk (t) = αku
in
k (t) + βk

[
uink (t)

]∗
, (1.2)

where αk represents the contribution from the original positive frequency mode, and βk, which

appears thanks to the background variation, quantifies the mixing with the negative frequency

mode, corresponding to particle creation. For instance, in the case of a strong variation of the

electromagnetic field, (1.2) gives the the phase-space number-density np of electron-positron

pairs found to be proportional to |βk|2, a phenomenon known as the Schwinger effect; see [16]

for a direct comparison to the cosmological analogue.

In single-field slow-roll inflation, the background geometry is constantly changing over time

due to the slowly varying inflaton field. As a consequence, the vacuum is permanently redefined,

forcing one to consider time-dependent Bogoliubov coefficients. For instance, one possibility to
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study particle creation is to adapt (1.2) to the form

uoutk (t) = αk(t)u
BD
k (t) + βk(t)

[
uBD
k (t)

]∗
, (1.3)

where uBD
k (t) is the Bunch-Davies mode function describing fluctuations of the inflaton field or,

working in comoving gauge, primordial curvature fluctuations. In this case, the wave-vector k,

which remains constant, is related to physical momentum p via p = k/a, where a = a(t) is

the scale factor describing how spatial slices expand at the Hubble rate H = ȧ/a. The Bunch-

Davies mode function is chosen in such a way that for very early times it resembles a positive

frequency mode in a Minkowski spacetime. In this description, the Bogoliubov coefficients are

time-dependent, keeping track of continuous particle creation due to departures from the exact

de Sitter geometry induced by the slowly changing expansion rate H. These departures are

commonly parametrized by the dimensionless slow-roll parameters ϵ = −Ḣ/H2 and η = ϵ̇/Hϵ.

It follows that α(t) and β(t) collectively satisfy a first order differential equation of the form

d

dt

(
αk(t)

βk(t)

)
= Mk(t)

(
αk(t)

βk(t)

)
, (1.4)

where Mk(t) is a 2× 2 matrix proportional to ϵ and η. Similarly to the Schwinger effect, in this

case the number density per momentum of particles produced on top of the de Sitter particle

bath is Nk(t) = |βk(t)|2, which is found to be of order ϵ and η.

As we shall see, within this scheme of studying particle production during inflation, the

number-density of particles can be related to departures from scale invariance of the power

spectrum. In single-field slow-roll inflation, on large cosmological scales (i.e. scales that remained

superhorizon during reheating), one finds that the number-density of particles produced in a

quasi-de Sitter spacetime is

nqdSp = nBD
p ×

( p
H

)ns−1
, (1.5)

where nBD
p is the number-density of particles present in a rigid de Sitter spacetime, and ns − 1

is the spectral index parametrizing the deviation of the power spectrum from scale invariance.

From an effective field theory perspective, it is quite natural to expect a multitude of de-

grees of freedom to become operative at high energies. How does the previous discussion map

into multifield inflation? The purpose of this article is to analyze particle creation in multifield

models where the curvature fluctuation interacts with other isocurvature perturbations. In mul-

tifield models, the curvature fluctuation is associated to perturbations tangent to the trajectory

followed by the inflaton’s field vacuum expectation value in the multidimensional target space.

On the contrary, isocurvature fluctuations correspond to perturbations normal to the trajectory,

and may experience non-gravitational interactions with the curvature perturbation whenever

the trajectory becomes non-geodesic (that is, when the trajectory experiences a turn in target

space) [17–21]. As we shall see, in the simple case of two-field models, the time-dependent
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Bogoliubov coefficients follow a differential equation of the form

d

dt


α
(1)
k (t)

β
(1)
k (t)

α
(2)
k (t)

β
(2)
k (t)

 = Mk(t)


α
(1)
k (t)

β
(1)
k (t)

α
(2)
k (t)

β
(2)
k (t)

, (1.6)

where α
(i)
k (t) and β

(i)
k (t) are the Bogoliubov coefficients related to the i-th fluctuation. Disre-

garding slow-roll parameters, Mk(t) is now a 4× 4 matrix proportional to the rate of turn Ω of

the non-geodesic multifield trajectory. This new set of Bogoliubov coefficients leads to several

interesting and useful results, such as the number density of particles associated to different

fluctuations produced by the end of inflation.

Focusing on the case of two-field models where the curvature fluctuation interacts with a

massless isocurvature field, we obtain solutions for the Bogoliubov coefficients in different inter-

esting regimes. For instance, we shall be able to obtain exact solutions in the case of small values

of the turning rate Ω/H ≪ 1, leading us to simple analytical expressions for the number-density

of particle species at the end of inflation. For large scales, we find that quanta associated to

both the curvature and isocurvature fluctuations have number-densities given by

np = nBD
p

(
1 +

Ω2

2p2

)
. (1.7)

This power-law contrasts that of Eq. (1.5), which presents logarithmic departures from the

Bunch-Davies number-density. Our results emphasize the difference between particle production

produced by gravitational and non-gravitational couplings and may serve to study phenomena

such as reheating and decoherence in the context of multifield inflation.

To proceed, we start in Sec. 2 by reviewing particle production in Friedmann-Lemâıtre-

Robertson-Walker (FLRW) backgrounds. There we introduce the Bogoliubov coefficients com-

monly encountered in the study of particle creation in single-field inflation and use them to

compute relevant quantities such as the number density of particles. In Sec. 3, we focus on

quasi-de Sitter spacetime and show that the particle density is modulated by the same spectral

index as that of the measured power spectrum of curvature fluctuations. In Sec. 4, we adapt

the previous methods to the case of two-field models exhibiting non-geodesic trajectories and

in Sec. 5 we derive analytical solutions for Bogoliubov coefficients and the number density of

Hamiltonian eigenstates in various regimes. We conclude in Sec. 6.

1.1 Conventions & notation

We shall work with units such that ℏ = c = 1. Fourier transforms are written as fk =∫
x e

−ik·xf(x), with
∫
x ≡

∫
d3x, while the inverse is given by f(x) =

∫
k e

ik·xfk, with
∫
k ≡

1
(2π)3

∫
d3k. We use conformal time τ , defined via dt = adτ , in which case, the FLRW line
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element reads: ds2 = a2
(
−dτ2 + dx2

)
, with a(τ) the scale factor. Time derivatives with respect

to τ will be denoted as ()′.

2 Review of FLRW particle production

Working with conformal time, a generic quadratic action describing a fluctuation ϕ(x, τ), in an

FLRW background, has the form

S =
1

2

∫
d3xdτ fa2

[
(ϕ′)2 − (∇ϕ)2 − a2m2ϕ2

]
. (2.1)

Here, f(τ) is an arbitrary function of time that may be adjusted as desired, and m is the mass

parameter of the field (which may also depend on time). The equation of motion derived from

this action reads

ϕ′′ +

(
2aH +

f ′

f

)
ϕ′ −∇2ϕ+ a2m2ϕ = 0, (2.2)

where H = a′/a2 is the Hubble parameter. From Eq. (2.1), it follows that the canonical mo-

mentum is Π(x, τ) = f(τ)a2(τ)ϕ′(x, τ), and that the Hamiltonian of the system is given by

H =
fa2

2

∫
x

[
Π2

f2a4
+ (∇ϕ)2 + a2m2ϕ2

]
. (2.3)

As usual, upon quantization the fields ϕ and Π are promoted to operators ϕ̂ and Π̂ that satisfy

the canonical commutation relation (with ℏ = 1):[
ϕ̂(x, t), Π̂(y, t)

]
= iδ(3)(x− y). (2.4)

To fulfill this relation, one may introduce creation and annihilation operators â†k and âk obeying[
âk, â

†
q

]
= (2π)3δ(3)(k − q), and use them to expand the fields in Fourier space, with operator

modes given by (
ϕ̂k(τ)

Π̂k(τ)

)
=

(
ϕk ϕ∗k
Πk Π∗

k

)(
âk
â†−k

)
. (2.5)

The commutation relation (2.4) holds as long as

ϕk(τ)Π
∗
k(τ)− ϕ∗k(τ)Πk(τ) = i, (2.6)

which happens to be a constant of motion. Let us note that due to this condition, the mode-

matrix of Eq. (2.5) becomes an element of SU(1, 1). (Writing Eq. (2.5) with Π̂ → −iΠ̂ renders

the determinant equal to one).
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In these variables, the equation of motion (2.2) can be written in the Hamiltonian form,(
ϕk
Πk

)′

=

(
0 1

fa2

−fa2ω2
k 0

)(
ϕk
Πk

)
, (2.7)

where we have defined ω(k, τ) as the standard dispersion relation for a particle in Minkowski

spacetime, modulo a scaling introduced by a(τ) due to the expanding universe:

ω(k, τ) =
√
k2 + a2m2. (2.8)

Promoting the Hamiltonian (2.3) to an operator and using the expansion (2.5), one obtains

Ĥ =
1

2

∫
k

[
A(k, τ)âkâ−k +A∗(k, τ)â†kâ

†
−k +B(k, τ)

(
âkâ

†
k + â†kâk

)]
, (2.9)

where we have defined A(k, τ) and B(k, τ) as

A(k, τ) =
1

fa2
Π2
k + fa2ω2(k, τ)ϕ2k, (2.10)

B(k, τ) =
1

fa2
|Πk|2 + fa2ω2(k, τ)|ϕk|2. (2.11)

Notice that A and B satisfy B2(k, τ) − |A(k, τ)|2 = ω2(k, τ), which may be shown with direct

use of Eq. (2.6).

2.1 Vacuum states and Bogoliubov transformations

The main tool we will use to compute occupation numbers is the Bogoliubov transformation.

We refer to [6,7] for recent reviews on their use in the context of cosmological particle creation.

The creation and annihilation operators â†k and âk introduced above, allow one to count with a

definition of a vacuum state |Ω⟩. This must satisfy

âk|Ω⟩ = 0. (2.12)

With the help of |Ω⟩ one can construct momentum-eigenstates via operations of the form

â†k1
· · · â†kN

|Ω⟩. Given that the Hamiltonian (2.9) contains terms proportional to â†kâ
†
−k and

âkâ−k that create and annihilate particle-pairs, |Ω⟩ is a vacuum state only at a specific time τ0.

This is because the unitary time-evolution operator Û(τ, τ0) ≡ T e−i
∫ τ
τ0

Ĥdτ
(with T the time-

ordering symbol) does not commute with â†k and âk, and hence |Ω(τ)⟩ = Û(τ, τ0)|Ω⟩ does not

satisfy (2.12) for times τ ̸= τ0. Thus, as the universe expands, the state |Ω⟩ becomes populated

by particles created due to curvature [2].

Recall that the definition of â†k and âk corresponds to a specific form of the mode function

ϕk(τ). Indeed, ϕk(τ) is the solution of the second order differential equation (2.2) in Fourier

space; thus, to completely specify its form one must fix two integration constants. After imposing

6



the quantization condition (2.6) one is left with a single integration constant, whose value defines

the vacuum state |Ω⟩.1 However, after fixing the value of this constant, we may always redefine it

without affecting the quantization condition by employing a Bogoliubov transformation. These

are transformations that allow us to write new creation and annihilation operators b̂†k and b̂k in

terms of â†k and âk already at hand:(
b̂k
b̂†−k

)
=

(
α∗ −β∗

−β α

)(
âk
â†−k

)
, (2.13)

where α and β are the Bogoliubov coefficients restricted to satisfy

|αk(τ)|2 − |βk(τ)|2 = 1. (2.14)

This condition ensures that the transformation is canonical such that the new operators b̂†k and b̂k

respect the standard commutation relation
[
b̂k, b̂

†
q

]
= (2π)3δ(3)(k− q). Note that under (2.14),

Bogoliubov transformations span the group SU(1, 1). See [22] for more details.

If we now expand the field and its conjugate momentum using the new basis, Eq. (2.5) takes

the form (
ϕ̂k(τ)

Π̂k(τ)

)
=

(
ϕ̄k ϕ̄∗k
Π̄k Π̄∗

k

)(
b̂k
b̂†−k

)
, (2.15)

where, ϕ̄k(τ) and Π̄k(τ) are new mode functions related —due to Eq. (2.13)— to the â-basis

ones through (
ϕ̄k ϕ̄∗k
Π̄k Π̄∗

k

)
=

(
ϕk ϕ∗k
Πk Π∗

k

)(
α β∗

β α∗

)
. (2.16)

Given that the new mode functions ϕ̄k(τ) and Π̄k(τ) satisfy the same quantization condition

(2.6), it follows that the Bogoliubov transformation is nothing but a redefinition of the second

integration constant that determines the form of ϕk(τ).

The operators b̂†k and b̂k define a new vacuum state |Ω⟩ via

b̂k|Ω⟩ = 0. (2.17)

It should be clear that |Ω⟩ and |Ω⟩ have different particle contents, since b̂k|Ω⟩ ̸= 0 (that is,

|Ω⟩ contains b-particles). In fact, defining the number operator for b-particles as N̂ b
k ≡ b̂†kb̂k,

it follows that the expectation value of the number density of b-excitations in the |Ω⟩ state, is

given by

nk ≡ 1

V
⟨Ω|N̂k|Ω⟩ = |βk|2, (2.18)

1The usual choice within the study of inflation (to be discussed in Sec. 2.2.3) leads to the Bunch-Davies state
|ΩBD⟩. For the present discussion, this particular choice is completely irrelevant.
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where we identified V = (2π)3δ(3)(k− k) to cancel the volume V appearing in the denominator

of the middle expression.

2.2 Hamiltonian diagonalization in the adiabatic basis

In general, the momentum eigenstates â†k1
· · · â†kN

|Ω⟩ constructed above are not eigenstates of the

Hamiltonian H. In order to find common eigenstates of both the Hamiltonian and momentum

operators, one has to construct a vacuum state |Ω0⟩ that allows for such particle states [3,4] at

any given fixed time τ0. This may be built at τ0 by performing a Bogoliubov transformation of

the form (2.13): (
b̂k(τ0)

b̂†−k(τ0)

)
=

(
ᾱ∗ −β̄∗

−β̄ ᾱ

)(
âk
â†−k

)
, (2.19)

with |ᾱk(τ0)|2 − |β̄k(τ0)|2 = 1, such that in the b̂-basis, the Hamiltonian is diagonal:

Ĥ(τ0) =
1

2

∫
k
Ek(τ0)

(
b̂†k(τ0)b̂k(τ0) + b̂k(τ0)b̂

†
k(τ0)

)
, (2.20)

with Ek(τ0) its eigenvalue. Let us review one way to obtain the Bogoliubov coefficients
(
ᾱ, β̄

)
.

2.2.1 Setting up the eigenvalue problem

First, we compute Ek. In the instantaneous b̂-basis, the field and its conjugate momentum are

given by Eq. (2.15) evaluated at τ0, with the identification b̂k ≡ b̂k(τ0). The diagonal form of

the Hamiltonian implies the commutation relations(
ϕ̂k(τ0)

Π̂k(τ0)

)′

= i

([
Ĥ(τ0), ϕ̂k(τ0)

][
Ĥ(τ0), Π̂k(τ0)

]) = iEk

(
−ϕ̄k ϕ̄∗k
−Π̄k Π̄∗

k

)(
b̂k
b̂†−k

)
, (2.21)

where everything in the right-hand side is evaluated at τ = τ0. Upon replacing (2.7) into the

leftmost part of Eq. (2.21), expanding in the b̂-basis, and matching with the rightmost part, we

arrive at (
iEk

1
fa2

−fa2ω2
k iEk

)(
ϕ̄k
Π̄k

)
= 0, (2.22)

from which we can directly compute the eigenvalue Ek. The solution turns out to be the FLRW

dispersion relation (2.8):

E2
k = ω2

k = k2 + a2m2. (2.23)

Having the eigenvalue, we may next compute the b̂-basis mode functions
(
ϕ̄, Π̄

)
. These are

given as solutions of the algebraic system (2.22) (which degenerates to a single equation) and
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the Wronskian condition (2.6), leading to

∣∣ϕ̄k∣∣2 = 1

2fa2ωk
&

∣∣Π̄k∣∣2 = fa2ωk
2

. (2.24)

Note that the field mode-function is determined up to a phase: ϕ̄k =
∣∣ϕ̄k∣∣ eiSk . Also, from

Eq. (2.22), it follows that Π̄k =
∣∣Π̄k∣∣ eiSk−iπ/2.

Next, we compute the Bogoliubov coefficients
(
ᾱ, β̄

)
of the transformation (2.19). Inverting

Eq. (2.16) with (α, β) →
(
ᾱ, β̄

)
and using (2.6) and (2.24), we find

ᾱk(τ0) = −i
Π∗
k + ifa2ωkϕ

∗
k√

2fa2ωk
eiSk(τ0), (2.25)

β̄k(τ0) = i
Πk + ifa2ωkϕk√

2fa2ωk
eiSk(τ0). (2.26)

With this Bogoliubov transformation we have gained a state |Ω0⟩ that serves as the basis to

construct particle states with a dispersion relation (2.8). Just as with |Ω⟩, the state |Ω0⟩ will

become populated as time passes (again, because the unitary operator Û(τ, τ0) does not commute

with b̂k).

Finally, we may compute the number density nk(τ0) of Hamiltonian eigenstates populating

the state |Ω⟩ originally defined in (2.12). Putting together (2.18) and (2.24), one arrives at [23]

nk(τ0) =
fa2

2ωk

(
|ϕ′k|2 + ω2

k|ϕk|2
)
− 1

2
. (2.27)

Recall that both the mode function ϕk and the state |Ω⟩ are determined by a single integration

constant (the other one set by the quantization condition). Thus, (2.27) informs us that different

states lead to different particle contents. In particular, the transformation (2.25)-(2.26) yields a

mode function ϕ̄k(τ) for which nk(τ0) = 0.

2.2.2 The adiabatic basis

Following [24], we may derive dynamical equations for the Bogoliubov coefficients
(
ᾱ, β̄

)
that

bring us to the diagonal basis at any time τ . We start by parametrizing the diagonal modes

with the following ansatz:

ϕ̄k(τ) =
eiSk(τ)√
2fa2ωk

, Π̄k(τ) = −ifa2ωkϕ̄k, (2.28)

with ωk given by (2.23). Next, inverting the Bogoliubov transformation (2.16), we obtain(
ϕk
Πk

)
=

(
ϕ̄k −ϕ̄∗k
Π̄k −Π̄∗

k

)(
ᾱ∗

β̄

)
, (2.29)
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where we have suppressed the time dependence. Putting together (2.29) with (2.7) and using

the ansatz (2.28), one obtains[
ᾱ∗′ +

(
iωk + iS′

k −
1

2
Fk

)
ᾱ∗
]
ϕ̄k −

[
β̄′ −

(
iωk + iS′

k +
1

2
Fk

)
β̄

]
ϕ̄∗k = 0, (2.30)[

ᾱ∗′ +
(
iωk + iS′

k +
1

2
Fk

)
ᾱ∗
]
Π̄k −

[
β̄′ −

(
iωk + iS′

k −
1

2
Fk

)
β̄

]
Π̄∗
k = 0, (2.31)

where we defined

Fk =

(
fa2ωk

)′
fa2ωk

. (2.32)

This system can be recast as a first order system for the Bogoliubov coefficients:(
ᾱ∗

β̄

)′

= i

(
− (ωk + S′

k)
i
2Fke

−2iSk

i
2Fke

2iSk ωk + S′
k

)(
ᾱ∗

β̄

)
. (2.33)

Up until now, Sk has been an arbitrary function parametrizing the ansatz (2.28). Different

choices of Sk return different results for
(
ϕ̄k, Π̄k

)
and

(
ᾱk, β̄k

)
without affecting the form of

(ϕk,Πk). A typical choice consists in S′
k = −ωk, such that the diagonal modes are given by

ϕ̄k(τ) =
e−i

∫ τdτ̄ ωk√
2fa2ωk

. (2.34)

Then, from Eq. (2.29), the â-basis mode function can be written as [24–27]

ϕk(τ) = ᾱ∗
k(τ)

e−i
∫ τdτ̄ ωk√
2fa2ωk

− β̄k(τ)
ei

∫ τdτ̄ ωk√
2fa2ωk

. (2.35)

This is an exact solution to the equation of motion (2.7). By taking the coefficients as constants

α(τ0), β(τ0), i.e., fixed by boundary conditions, one obtains the lowest-order adiabatic approxi-

mation [3, 28, 29] or WKB solution, which works well whenever Fk in Eq. (2.32) evolves slowly

(adiabatically) or the interval of interest (say between τ1 and τ2) is short enough
∫ τ2
τ1

dτ aH ≪ 1.

Note that the adiabatic basis (2.35) differs from the one commonly used in the literature (see

e.g. [24, 27]) in the form of the dispersion relation (2.23). This is due to the fact that many

authors prefer to work with canonically normalized fields, which adds a constant mass to the

modes set by the Hubble rate. This however restricts the momentum range wherein one can

diagonalize the Hamiltonian due to instabilities for modes with k < H. In order to avoid such

problems, here we work with standard massless scalar modes whose Hamiltonian coincides with

the temporal component of the energy momentum tensor [30].
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2.2.3 The Bunch-Davies state

As an application of the previous discussion, let us analyze the example of a massless scalar

field on a fixed de Sitter background. Here, the scale factor is given by a = − 1
Hτ (with H

a constant) and the conformal time τ covers the range τ ∈ (−∞, 0). The action describing a

massless canonical scalar field corresponds to (2.1) with the particular values f = 1 and m = 0:

S =
1

2

∫
d3xdτa2

[
(ϕ′)2 − (∇ϕ)2

]
. (2.36)

The equation of motion in Fourier space reads

ϕ′′k −
2

τ
ϕ′k + k2ϕk = 0, (2.37)

whose general solution is given by ϕk(τ) = C1 (1 + ikτ) e−ikτ + C2 (1− ikτ) eikτ , with C1 and

C2 integration constants. As already mentioned, one may partially fix their values by imposing

the quantization condition (2.6); the remaining freedom then determines the state |Ω⟩.
The customary procedure here is to ask that the mode function ϕk coincide with the mode

function of a quantized field in Minkowski spacetime at very short wavelengths (k/a≫ H). This

step selects positive frequency modes of the form

ϕBD
k (τ) =

iH√
2k3

(1 + ikτ) e−ikτ . (2.38)

The resulting state |ΩBD⟩ associated to this mode function is the Bunch-Davies state.

Interestingly, one may interpret the form of (2.38) as resulting from pair creation of massless

particles due to the temporal evolution of the flat patch of de Sitter with respect to a Minkowski

spacetime. To see this, let us write the BD modes (2.38) in the representation (2.35). To do so,

we may solve the system (2.33) for −S′
k = ωk = k, to find2

ᾱk(τ) = − i

2kτ
(1− 2ikτ) , β̄k(τ) = − i

2kτ
e−2ikτ , (2.39)

where we imposed asymptotic conditions α = 1 and β = 0 in the Minkowski limit k|τ | ≫ 1. One

may then check that the BD mode function (2.38) can be obtained via mode mixing [31], as

ϕBD
k (τ) = ᾱ∗

k(τ)
e−ikτ√
2ka2

− β̄k(τ)
eikτ√
2ka2

. (2.40)

Note that, by construction, these are the coefficients that diagonalize the Hamiltonian. Evi-

dently, in the Minkowski limit only the positive mode survives (1/
√
2ka2 is the canonical nor-

malisation for Minkowski plane waves).

2Equivalently, the expressions (2.39) can be obtained by plugging the BD mode function (2.38) into
Eqs. (2.25, 2.26) and fixing the phase as Sk(τ) = −kτ .
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We may now ask what is the particle content of the BD state. Recall that here, by particles

we mean energy and momentum eigenstates. The answer is then obtained by replacing (2.38)

back into (2.27) with f = 1. One finds [15]

nBD
k (τ) =

1

4(kτ)2
. (2.41)

This result informs us that |ΩBD⟩ has a non-vanishing particle content that goes to zero at

very short wavelengths, in consistency with the requirement that we recover Minkowski space

in this limit. It is instructive to also compute the number of particles per physical momentum

p = −Hkτ . First, we integrate (2.41) over the solid angle and divide by (2π)3:

nBD
p =

1

2

(
H

2π

)2 1

p2
. (2.42)

Hence, the number-density of states with momentum less or equal to p is N(p) =
∫ p
0 dp p2nBD

p .

It then follows that the number-density of states dNBD(p) within p and p + dp is simply given

by

dNBD(p) =
1

2

(
H

2π

)2

dp. (2.43)

In other words, the number-density of particles per physical momentum is constant. Recall that,

as the universe expands, the physical momentum of a particular state gets redshifted. Therefore,

(2.43) reveals that, as time passes, the number of particles exiting a fixed momentum-range is

replaced by the same number of particles entering it. This result is consistent with the fact

that in de Sitter there is no preferred time. In addition, notice that (2.43) favours no particular

momentum [32].

A curious observation Consider a Bose-Einstein distribution of scalar particles of mass M ,

with chemical potential µ and temperature T :

n(ε) =
1

2

1

e
ε−µ
T − 1

, (2.44)

with a dispersion relation given by ε(p) =
√
p2 +M2. The 1/2 overall factor accounts for pair

production. Upon setting the temperature to the Gibbons-Hawking value [32] TdS ≡ H/(2π),

the mass and the chemical potential equal to µ = M = TdS/2 and taking the non-relativistic

limit, p→ 0, one obtains (2.42). That is, from a superhorizon perspective the distribution (2.42)

can be perceived as thermal with T = TdS. It would be interesting to understand the nature of

this thermal bath and its relation to the Unruh effect [33, 34]. A similar observation has been

reported in [35], which only holds for a heavy massive scalar. Here, the scalar field is massless

as evident from the action (2.36). The mass M = TdS/2 appearing in the dispersion relation

ε(p) of Eq. (2.44) is not that of the scalar field; it is the mass of the apparent bath’s particles.
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3 The spectral index from particle creation in slow-roll inflation

In order to isolate effects on top of the background (2.41) we now proceed to generalize the

previous construction to the case where the adiabaticity is broken not by the time dependence

induced by the exponentially expanding universe but due to a deviation from an exact de Sitter

background. In this case, the “adiabatic” modes are the BD modes instead of the Minkowski

plane waves, the former being now the first approximation (the BD mode function) to the exact

solution (the quasi-de Sitter mode function). In particular, in Sec. 3.2, we will see how the

spectral index encodes the production of these de Sitter particles due to slow-roll inflation.

Slow-roll inflation corresponds to dynamics on a quasi-de Sitter spacetime. The action de-

scribing the comoving curvature perturbation ζ(x, t) is then given by

S =

∫
d3xdτ ϵa2

[
ζ ′

2 − (∇ζ)2
]
, (3.1)

where ϵ = −Ḣ/H2 > 0 is the first slow-roll parameter. We will also encounter the second

slow-roll parameter η ≡ ϵ̇/Hϵ. Notice that this action corresponds to that of Eq. (2.1) with the

replacements ϕ = ζ, f = 2ϵ and m = 0. Instead of working directly with ζ, it will be convenient

to consider the dynamics of the Mukhanov-Sasaki field:

Q(x, τ) ≡
√
2ϵaζ(x, τ). (3.2)

This will allow us to explore the limit ϵ → 0 more directly.3 Taking into account slow-roll

corrections, one may write a(τ) = − 1
(1−ϵ)Hτ . Beware, here ϵ and H are functions of time that

evolve slowly, and to first order in slow-roll corrections they are given by

ϵ(τ) = ϵ0 (1− η0 lnH0|τ |) & H(τ) = H0 (1 + ϵ0 lnH0|τ |) , (3.3)

where ϵ0, H0 and η0 are the values of ϵ, H and η at conformal time τ0 = −1/H0.

To leading order in slow roll, the action for Q becomes

S =
1

2

∫
d3xdτ

[
(Q′)2 − (∇Q)2 +

1

τ2

[
2− 3

2
(ns − 1)

]
Q2

]
, (3.4)

where ns − 1 = −2ϵ0 − η0. Expanding the Fourier duals of Q(x, τ) and its momentum P (x, τ)

in the â-basis as in Eqs. (2.5), we are led to the following equation of motion:

P ′
k + k2Qk −

1

τ2

[
2− 3

2
(ns − 1)

]
Qk = 0, Pk = Q′

k. (3.5)

As usual, the mode functions Qk(τ) and Pk(τ) must satisfy the quantization condition (2.6)

with the replacements ϕk → Qk and Πk → Pk.

3As a trade-off, one has to be careful when constructing the adiabatic basis since field redefinitions can lead
to different Hamiltonians [30].
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3.1 Quasi-de Sitter dynamics as a Bogoliubov transformation

In the particular case ϵ = η = 0 we recover de Sitter spacetime with H a constant. Consequently,

Q satisfies the equation of motion (2.37) and we may choose the mode function as the standard

Bunch-Davies solution:

QBD(τ) =
1√
2k

(
1− i

kτ

)
e−ikτ . (3.6)

Hereafter, we suppress the momentum labels in the mode functions. We can use QBD to obtain

the full solution Q to Eq. (3.5) through a canonical transformation. To achieve this, let us

introduce a new set of time-dependent coefficients αk(τ) and βk(τ) satisfying |αk(τ)|2−|βk(τ)|2 =
1 and define the following Bogoliubov transformation:(

ĉk(τ)

ĉ†−k(τ)

)
=

(
α β∗

β α∗

)(
âk
â†−k

)
. (3.7)

Here, ĉ†k(τ) and ĉk(τ) are new creation and annihilation operators satisfying the standard alge-

bra.

Next, we may expand the mode functions in this basis:(
Q

P

)
=

(
QBD Q∗

BD

PBD P ∗
BD

)(
α

β

)
. (3.8)

Note that this equation is equivalent to (2.29) relating the full solution ϕ with the adiabatic

solution ϕ̄, with QBD playing the same role as ϕ̄. Eq. (3.8) automatically ensures that the pair

(Q,P ) satisfy canonical commutation relations. However, given that P = Q′ and PBD = Q′
BD,

it follows that

QBD(τ)α
′
k(τ) +Q∗

BD(τ)β
′
k(τ) = 0. (3.9)

Let us also not forget that Q(τ) must respect the equation of motion (3.5). This implies a

further condition on αk(τ) and βk(τ) and their time derivatives:

PBD(τ)α
′
k(τ) + P ∗

BD(τ)β
′
k(τ) +

3

2τ2
(ns − 1)

[
αk(τ)QBD(τ) + βk(τ)Q

∗
BD(τ)

]
= 0. (3.10)

Putting together Eqs. (3.9) and (3.10) while imposing the condition QP ∗ − Q∗P = i, we

finally find the following first-order set of differential equations for αk(τ) and βk(τ):

1

k

(
αk
βk

)′

= M(kτ)

(
αk
βk

)
, (3.11)
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with the matrix M(kτ) given by

M(kτ) = − 3i

2kτ2
(ns − 1)

[
|QBD|2 Q∗2

BD

−Q2
BD −|QBD|2

]
. (3.12)

Equation (3.11) is just the analog of (2.33) in the new bases where QBD takes the role of the

adiabatic mode. Writing M(kτ) explicitly in terms of kτ , one finds

M(kτ) = − 3i

4k2τ2
(ns − 1)

[
1 + 1

k2τ2

(
1 + i

kτ

)2
e2ikτ

−
(
1− i

kτ

)2
e−2ikτ −1− 1

k2τ2

]
. (3.13)

It may be verified that Eq. (3.11) preserves the condition |αk(τ)|2 − |βk(τ)|2 = 1.

The formal solution to this equation with initial conditions (αk βk)ini, can be written with

the help of the Dyson series as(
αk
βk

)
= T exp

{∫ kτ

−∞
dxM(x)

}(
αk
βk

)
ini

, (3.14)

where T is the time ordering symbol. The Bunch-Davies initial condition set at kτ → −∞, is

(αk βk)ini = (1 0). We will call the solution (3.14) with BD initial conditions, the quasi-de Sitter

mode function:

QqdS(τ) = αk(τ)QBD(τ) + βk(τ)Q
∗
BD(τ), lim

kτ→−∞

(
αk(τ)

βk(τ)

)
→

(
1

0

)
. (3.15)

This mode function defines the vacuum state |ΩqdS⟩ satisfying âk|ΩqdS⟩ = 0.

3.2 Quasi-de Sitter mode function at first order

Instead of pursuing the integration of the full solution (3.14) let us expand the series up to first

order in ns − 1 (after all, the action (3.4) is valid up to first order in slow-roll corrections).

Keeping leading terms in the long wavelength limit (k|τ | ≪ 1) one finds:4

αk(τ) ≃ 1 +
3i

4
(ns − 1)

[
1

kτ
+

1

3k3τ3

]
, (3.16)

βk(τ) ≃ 3i

4
(ns − 1)

[
1

kτ
+

1

3k3τ3
+

2

3
i ln |kτ |

]
. (3.17)

Notice that the solutions (3.16) and (3.17) contain terms that quickly become much larger than

1 even for small values of ns − 1. However, this is not problematic for the perturbative scheme

4As a check, one may verify that these expressions can be directly obtained from Eq. (3.5): First one can solve
(3.5) for arbitrary constant ns, fix the integration constants by imposing that for ns = 1 the mode function take
the form (3.6), and then expand the solution to first order in ns − 1 and identify the coefficients of the BD mode
function and its complex conjugate. The outcome (in the soft limit) is indeed (3.16) and (3.17).
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consisting in keeping the leading term of the Dyson series: for k|τ | ≪ 1 the matrix (3.13)

becomes

lim
kτ→0

M(kτ) =
3i

4

(
1

k2τ2
+

1

k4τ4

)
(ns − 1)

[
1 −1

1 −1

]
, (3.18)

and the asymptotic system can be solved exactly to all orders in ns − 1. One finds:

lim
kτ→0

αk(τ)− 1 = lim
kτ→0

βk(τ) =
3i

4
(ns − 1)

[
1

kτ
+

1

3k3τ3

]
. (3.19)

This implies that the pieces proportional to 1
kτ + 1

3k3τ3
in Eqs. (3.16) and (3.17), are part of

the exact asymptotic solution on long wavelengths, whereas the logarithmic piece corresponds

to the correction that must remain small.

Having (3.16) and (3.17), and using (3.8), we can now obtain an expression for ζk(τ) (and

similarly for Πζ) in the long-wavelength limit. This is found to be

ζk(τ) = −i H√
4ϵk3

[
1 +

1

2
(ns − 1) ln |kτ |

]
. (3.20)

Then, if we assume that the universe is in the state |Ψ⟩ = |ΩqdS⟩, by replacing (3.20) back in

Eq. (2.27) we are finally led to

nqdSk (τ) = nBD
k (τ)

∣∣kτ ∣∣ns−1
, (3.21)

with nBD
k (τ) corresponding to the Bunch-Davies number density given in (2.41).

This result may be compared to the power spectrum Pζ(k), defined as

⟨Ψ|ζ̂k(τ)ζ̂q(τ)|Ψ⟩ ≡ (2π)3δ(k + q)Pζ(k, τ). (3.22)

Assuming a state |Ψ⟩ = |ΩqdS⟩ and the basis
(
â, â†

)
, one finds Pζ(k, τ) = |ζk(τ)|2. Notice that

the evolution of ϵ and H given by Eq. (3.3) cancels the logarithm in Eq. (3.20), leading to

ζk = −i H0√
4ϵ0k3

[
1 +

1

2
(ns − 1) ln

k

H0

]
, (3.23)

which is consistent with the fact that ζk must freeze on superhorizon scales. From here follows

the well-known result

Pζ(k) =
H2

0

4ϵ0k3

(
k

H0

)ns−1

. (3.24)

In summary, we see that the spectral index determining the scale dependence of the power

spectrum (3.24), also modulates the momentum dependence of the particle number-density

nk(τ) and can be understood as a consequence of de Sitter particle production due to slow-roll
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dynamics:

ns − 1 =
d

d ln k|τ |
ln
nqdSk (τ)

nBD
k (τ)

. (3.25)

Thus, given that a Bunch-Davies state displays a number of particles per physical momentum

remaining constant over time, we see that genuine particle production requires departures from

exact de Sitter conditions, such as those present in slow-roll inflation (quasi de Sitter) scenarios.

Consequentially, particle production in quasi de Sitter is found to be related to the spectral

index, which is a physical observable [36,37].

In the previous discussion, we started with a quasi-de Sitter spacetime parametrized by ϵ

and η, and we recovered the well-known result (3.24) that the scale dependence of the power

spectrum is determined by the spectral index ns − 1 = −2ϵ − η. This was obtained thanks

to the standard assumption that the state of the universe |Ψ⟩ is set by |ΩqdS⟩ which, in turn,

is determined by the mode function QqdS(τ) defined in (3.15). Suppose, instead, that we had

assumed that the state of the universe |Ψ⟩ coincided with |ΩBD⟩ defined via ĉk(τ0)|ΩBD⟩ = 0,

where τ0 is a specific time at which we are interested in evaluating observables (for instance, the

end of inflation). Then, the definition (3.22) would have led us to Pζ(k, τ0) = |ζBD(τ0)|2, with
ζBD(τ0) = QBD(τ0)/

√
2ϵa. This would have implied a scale invariant power spectrum:

Pζ(k, τ0) =
H2

0

4ϵ0k3
. (3.26)

In other words, even if the background spacetime has a slow-roll evolution parametrized by ϵ

and η, the scale dependence implied by slow-roll corrections would cancel out by the specific

particle content of |ΩBD⟩.
Conversely, we could consider a de Sitter spacetime for which ϵ = η = 0,5 and choose the

Bunch-Davies mode function QBD(τ) as the solution to the equation of motion (2.37) for a mass-

less scalar field. Then, we are free to consider the time-dependent Bogoliubov-transformation

(3.7) but, this time, writing QBD(τ) in terms of QqdS(τ) as

QBD(τ) = αk(τ)QqdS(τ) + βk(τ)Q
∗
qdS(τ), (3.27)

Q′
BD(τ) = αk(τ)Q

′
qdS(τ) + βk(τ)Q

∗′
qdS(τ), (3.28)

and impose initial conditions αk(τ) = 1 and βk(τ) = 0 for subhorizon scales k|τ | ≫ 1. In this

way, by imposing that the state of the universe corresponds to |ΩqdS⟩ as determined by the mode

function QqdS(τ), we end up with a scale dependent spectrum with a spectral index given by

ns − 1 = −2ϵ0 − η0.

To conclude, canonical transformations allow one to trade geometrical features of spacetime,

such as the Hubble flow, for algebraic properties of the Hilbert space, like the evolution of

5Given that we are generally interested in the power spectrum of ζ, the reader might prefer to consider a
quasi-de Sitter spacetime with values of ϵ and η such that ns = 1. This reconsideration will not change the main
point behind the statement that follows.
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Bogoliubov coefficients parametrizing particle production, and vice versa.

Finally, let us note that what we have just encountered is a generic result connecting particle

production to scale dependent features of the power spectrum. For example, consider two

different states |Ω1⟩ and |Ω2⟩ with corresponding mode functions related by a time dependent

Bogoliubov transformation (
ϕ2
Π2

)
=

(
ϕ1 ϕ∗1
Π1 Π∗

1

)(
α

β

)
. (3.29)

We may directly use this expansion in the definition of the power spectrum and the number

density of eigenstates. The left-hand side gives the observables for |Ω2⟩, while the precise

combination of Bogoliubov coefficients on the right-hand side allows us to compute observables

for |Ω1⟩ with the corresponding correction

Pϕ2(k, τ) = Pϕ1(k, τ)

(
1 + 2∆P (k, τ)

)
, (3.30)

nϕ2(k, τ) = nϕ1(k, τ)

(
1 + 2∆n(k, τ)

)
+∆n(k, τ), (3.31)

where

∆P (τ, k) = Re

[( ϕ21
|ϕ1|2

αk + βk

)
β∗k

]
, (3.32)

∆n(τ, k) = Re

[(
(ϕ′1)

2 + ω2
kϕ

2
1

|ϕ′1|2 + ωk|ϕ1|2
αk + βk

)
β∗k

]
. (3.33)

For an expanding universe, the Wronskian condition ϕ1ϕ
′∗
1 − ϕ∗1ϕ

′
1 = i/(f1a

2) implies that at

late times we can write

|ϕ′1|2 + ω2
k|ϕ1|2 →

(
(ϕ′1)

2 + ω2ϕ21
) ϕ∗1
ϕ1
. (3.34)

Hence, the corrections to the power spectrum and particle number coincide on superhorizon

scales, ∆P ∼ ∆n ∼ ∆, such that

lim
kτ→0

Pϕ2(k, τ)

Pϕ1(k, τ)
= lim

kτ→0

nϕ2(k, τ)

nϕ1(k, τ)
= 1 + 2∆. (3.35)

In the case ϕ2 = ζ, ϕ1 = ζBD, f = 2ϵ, |Ω0⟩ = |ΩBD⟩ and |Ω⟩ = |ΩqdS⟩, we obtain the rela-

tion (3.25).

Another curious observation Interestingly, just like (2.41), the particle density (3.21) can

also be matched to a thermal distribution with T = TdS in the superhorizon limit. That is, for

p → 0, and to leading order in ns − 1, the density (3.21) matches a Bose-Einstein distribution

with the same values as (2.44), i.e. µ = M = TdS/2, albeit with an anomalous dispersion

relation: ε(p) =
√
p3−ns +M2.
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4 Particle production in multifield inflation

We are now in a good condition to analyze how multiparticle states are created. We will specialize

this discussion to the case of two-field models, which will be sufficiently generic to understand the

excitation of states in more general setups. The multifield canonical evolution in the adiabatic

basis has been considered in [26], while Ref. [31] was —to our knowledge— the first paper to

study particle production from a turning trajectory. Here6, following the single-field discussion,

we will consider the canonical evolution in the BD basis, in order to isolate effects stemming

solely from the field-space structure, that is, moding out the Hubble flow. This allows for a

controlled order-by-order solution where the slow-roll corrections decouple from the multifield

dynamics.

To start with, in two-field inflation the quadratic action describing the dynamics of linear

perturbations takes the form [17]

S =

∫
d3xdτ a2

[
ϵ
(
ζ ′ −

√
2/ϵΩaψ

)2
− ϵ(∇ζ)2 + 1

2
ψ′2 − 1

2
(∇ψ)2 − 1

2
a2µ2ψ2

]
, (4.1)

where ζ is the primordial comoving curvature perturbation and ψ is the isocurvature perturba-

tion parametrizing fluctuations orthogonal to the inflationary trajectory in field space. In the

previous expression, µ is the entropy mass7 and Ω the turning rate of the background inflationary

trajectory. The equations of motion derived from (4.1) read

(Dτζ)
′ + aH(2 + η)Dτζ −∇2ζ = 0, (4.2)

ψ′′ + 2aHψ′ −∇2ψ + a2µ2ψ + aH
√
2ϵλDτζ = 0, (4.3)

where, for convenience, we have defined the dimensionless coupling λ as

λ(τ) ≡ 2Ω(τ)

H
. (4.4)

In addition, the covariant derivative Dτζ appearing in Eqs. (4.2, 4.3) corresponds to the partic-

ular combination

Dτζ ≡ ζ ′ − aH
λ√
2ϵ
ψ. (4.5)

The set of equations (4.2) and (4.3) informs us how ζ and ψ interact at linear order through the

coupling λ, which may change in time arbitrarily depending on how the background trajectory

evolves in field space.

The canonical momenta Πζ and Πψ associated to the fields ζ and ψ implied by the form of

6By a rotation in the field space the kinetically coupled EFT (4.1) can be brought in the potentially coupled
action of [26].

7Upon expanding the square in the kinetic term of the action (4.1), one finds the expected Ωζ′ψ coupling
characteristic of a turning trajectory. It is in this form however that one can correctly identify the entropy mass
µ, i.e., the pole of the ψ-propagator [54].
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the action (4.1) are given by

Πζ = 2a2ϵDτζ , Πψ = a2ψ′, (4.6)

such that the field and momentum operators satisfy the standard equal-time commutation rela-

tions [
ζ̂(τ,x), Π̂ζ(τ,y)

]
= iδ(3)(x− y), (4.7)[

ψ̂(τ,x), Π̂ψ(τ,y)
]
= iδ(3)(x− y), (4.8)

with any other commutator vanishing. Finally, the Hamiltonian of the system reads

H=

∫
x

[
1

4a2ϵ
Π2
ζ + a2ϵ(∇ζ)2 + 1

2a2
Π2
ψ +

a2

2
(∇ψ)2 + 1

2
a4µ2ψ2 +

aH

2

λ√
2ϵ

(Πζψ + ψΠζ)

]
. (4.9)

Given that we are dealing with a coupled system of equations, we must expand ζ̂(τ,x) and

ψ̂(τ,x) (and their respective momenta) in ladder operators in Fourier space, as
ζ̂k(τ)

ψ̂k(τ)

Π̂ζk(τ)

Π̂ψk
(τ)

 =


ζ1 ζ2 ζ∗1 ζ∗2
ψ1 ψ2 ψ∗

1 ψ∗
2

Πζ1 Πζ2 Πζ∗1 Πζ∗2
Πψ1 Πψ2 Πψ∗1 Πψ∗2



â1(k)

â2(k)

â†1(−k)

â†2(−k)

, (4.10)

where the pairs â†a(k) and âa(k) (with a = 1, 2) are creation and annihilation operators satisfying[
âa(k), â

†
b(k

′)
]
= (2π)3δabδ

(3)(k − k′). (4.11)

In the previous expressions, ζa, ψa are the mode functions, whereas Πζb = 2a2ϵDτζb and Πψb =

a2ψ′
b are their associated momenta. These mode functions satisfy the following equations of

motion:

d

dτ
Πζa + 2ϵa2k2ζa = 0, Πζa = 2a2ϵDτζa, (4.12)

d

dτ
Πψa + a2

(
k2 + a2µ2

)
ψa + aH

λ√
2ϵ

Πζa = 0, Πψa = a2ψ′
a. (4.13)

Inserting (4.10) back in the Hamiltonian (4.9), one finds

Ĥ =
1

2

∑
bc

∫
k

[
Abcâb(k)âc(−k) + Bbcâ†b(k)âc(k) + B∗

bcâb(k)â
†
c(k) +A∗

bcâ
†
b(k)â

†
c(−k)

]
, (4.14)
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with Aab and Bab given by

Aab =
ΠζaΠ

ζ
b

2a2ϵ
+

ΠψaΠ
ψ
b

a2
+ 2a2ϵk2ζaζb + a2

(
k2 + a2µ2

)
ψaψb +

aHλ√
2ϵ

(
Πζaψb + ψaΠ

ζ
b

)
, (4.15)

Bab =
Πζ∗a Πζb
2a2ϵ

+
Πψ∗a Πψb
a2

+ 2a2ϵk2ζ∗aζb + a2
(
k2 + a2µ2

)
ψ∗
aψb +

aHλ√
2ϵ

(
Πζ∗a ψb + ψ∗

aΠ
ζ
b

)
. (4.16)

These matrices satisfy At = A and B† = B.
Finally, as in the single-field case, in the canonical formulation it is straightforward to unveil

the symplectic structure of the Hilbert space. First, we may observe that the mode-function

matrix Tm of Eq. (4.10), preserves the symplectic form:

T t
mΩTm = Ω, where Ω =

(
0 12

−12 0

)
, (4.17)

with 12 the two-by-two identity matrix. Thus Tm ∈ Sp(4,C). Next, we need to consider the

constraints imposed by the commutation relations (4.7) and (4.8). Writing the mode-matrix in

block form, Tm =

(
Z Z∗

P P∗

)
, these constraints read

ZP† −Z∗Pt = i12, (4.18)

ZZ† −Z∗Zt = PP† − P∗Pt = 0. (4.19)

These are the defining relations of the symplectic group over the reals; we thus conclude that

Tm ∈ Sp(4,R). Note that this reduces correctly to the single-field case: Sp(2,R) ≃ SU(1, 1) [22],

while, on the other hand, it generalizes to Tm ∈ Sp(2n,R) for n interacting scalars.

4.1 The adiabatic basis

Let us now diagonalize the Hamiltonian to compute the multifield energy/momentum eigen-

states. Following the spirit of Ref. [26], we may repeat the steps of the single-field case, and

consider a Bogoliubov transformation of the form
b̂1̄(k, τ0)

b̂2̄(k, τ0)

b̂†
1̄
(−k, τ0)

b̂†
2̄
(−k, τ0)

 =


ᾱ∗
1̄1

ᾱ∗
1̄2

−β̄∗
1̄1

−β̄∗
1̄2

ᾱ∗
2̄1

ᾱ∗
2̄2

−β̄∗
2̄1

−β̄∗
2̄2

−β̄1̄1 −β̄1̄2 ᾱ1̄1 ᾱ1̄2

−β̄2̄1 −β̄2̄2 ᾱ2̄1 ᾱ2̄2



â1(k)

â2(k)

â†1(−k)

â†2(−k)

, (4.20)
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constrained to satisfy ∑
a

(
α∗
āaαb̄a − β∗āaβb̄a

)
= δāb̄, (4.21)∑

a

(
α∗
āaβ

∗
b̄a − β∗āaα

∗
b̄a

)
= 0, (4.22)

and demand that the Hamiltonian at time τ0 take the form

Ĥ(τ0) =
1

2

∫
k

∑
ā

ωā(τ0)

(
b̂†ā(k, τ0)bā(k, τ0) + b̂ā(k, τ0)b

†
ā(k, τ0)

)
. (4.23)

From this perspective too, we can immediately identify the symplectic structure of the Bogoli-

ubov transformation: calling Tc the coefficient matrix of (4.20), we see that it obeys Eq. (4.17).

Further writing it in a block structure, Tc =

(
A B∗

B A∗

)
, the constraints (4.21), (4.22) are exactly

those imposed by the symplectic group Sp(4,R) [38]. Using the symplectic structure, one can

trivially invert the relation (4.20), and expand the fields in terms of the adiabatic basis as
ζ̂k(τ0)

ψ̂k(τ0)

Π̂ζk(τ0)

Π̂ψk
(τ0)

 =


ζ̄1̄ ζ̄2̄ ζ̄∗

1̄
ζ̄∗
2̄

ψ̄1̄ ψ̄2̄ ψ̄∗
1̄

ψ̄∗
2̄

Π̄ζ
1̄
Π̄ζ

2̄
Π̄ζ∗

1̄
Π̄ζ∗

2̄

Π̄ψ
1̄
Π̄ψ

2̄
Π̄ψ∗

1̄
Π̄ψ∗

2̄



b̂1̄(k, τ0)

b̂2̄(k, τ0)

b̂†
1̄
(−k, τ0)

b̂†
2̄
(−k, τ0)

. (4.24)

The diagonal mode functions are then given by
ζ̄1̄ ζ̄2̄ ζ̄∗

1̄
ζ̄∗
2̄

ψ̄1̄ ψ̄2̄ ψ̄∗
1̄

ψ̄∗
2̄

Π̄ζ
1̄
Π̄ζ

2̄
Π̄ζ∗

1̄
Π̄ζ∗

2̄

Π̄ψ
1̄
Π̄ψ

2̄
Π̄ψ∗

1̄
Π̄ψ∗

2̄

 =


ζ1 ζ2 ζ∗1 ζ∗2
ψ1 ψ2 ψ∗

1 ψ∗
2

Πζ1 Πζ2 Πζ∗1 Πζ∗2
Πψ1 Πψ2 Πψ∗1 Πψ∗2



ᾱ1̄1 ᾱ2̄1 β̄

∗
1̄1
β̄∗
2̄1

ᾱ1̄2 ᾱ2̄2 β̄
∗
1̄2
β̄∗
2̄2

β̄1̄1 β̄2̄1 ᾱ
∗
1̄1
ᾱ∗
2̄1

β̄1̄2 β̄2̄2 ᾱ
∗
1̄2
ᾱ∗
2̄2

. (4.25)

By virtue of the Bogoliubov transformation, these satisfy the same generalized Wronskian rela-

tions as the original mode functions. (This is also evident from the Sp(4,R) structure.) Finally,

from (4.20), the density of eigenstates is given by

nā(k, τ0) =
∑
a

|β̄āa(τ0)|2. (4.26)

As in the single-field case, in order to set up the eigenvalue problem, we consider the Heisen-

berg equations of motion:

ζ̂ ′k(τ0) = i
[
Ĥ(τ0), ζ̂k(τ0)

]
, Π̂ζk(τ0) = i

[
Ĥ(τ0), Π̂ζk(τ0)

]
, (4.27)

ψ̂′
k(τ0) = i

[
Ĥ(τ0), ψ̂k(τ0)

]
, Π̂ψk

(τ0) = i
[
Ĥ(τ0), Π̂ψk

(τ0)
]
. (4.28)
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Time derivatives in the left-hand side can be written as linear combinations of the fields and

momenta as clearly seen in the equations of motion (4.12) and (4.13). In the right-hand side,

we expand the field and Hamiltonian operators in the adiabatic basis and use the following

commutators:[
Ĥ(τ0), b̂ā(k, τ0)

]
= −ωāb̂ā(k, τ0),

[
Ĥ(τ0), b̂

†
ā(−k, τ0)

]
= ωāb̂

†
ā(−k, τ0). (4.29)

Comparing both sides leads to the algebraic relations

iωā
aHλ√
2ϵ

1

2ϵa2
0

0 iωā 0
1

a2
−2a2k2ϵ 0 iωā 0

0 −a2
(
k2 + a2µ2

)
−aHλ√

2ϵ
iωā




ζ̄ā
ψ̄ā

Π̄ζā
Π̄ψā

 = 0, (4.30)

where we have omitted the momentum labels of the modes. Solving for the positive solutions of

ω, we obtain

ω1̄,2̄ =

√√√√k2 +
a2µ2

2
∓ a2µ2

2

√
1 + 4λ2

H2k2

a2µ4
. (4.31)

Note that these are the dispersion relations obtained in Refs. [39,40] in the Minkowski limit. By

employing the adiabatic basis, we see that these arise from multiparticle creation due to the de

Sitter expansion and the non-adiabaticity induced by the non-gravitational coupling λ.

Having the eigenfrequencies and demanding that the modes respect the Wronskian conditions,

we obtain

ζ̄ā =

√
(−1)ā

H2λ2ωā
4ϵ(ω2

ā − k2)(ω2
2̄
− ω2

1̄
)
eiSā , Π̄ζā = −i2ϵa

2k2

ωā
ζ̄ā, (4.32)

ψ̄ā = i

√
2ϵ(k2 − ω2

ā)

aHλωā
ζ̄ā , Π̄ψā =

√
2ϵa(k2 − ω2

ā)

Hλ
ζ̄ā, (4.33)

where Sā is an arbitrary phase. In the limit λ → 0, we recover a decoupled system of modes,

which are a double copy of the single-field ones (2.34):

ω1̄ → k , ω2̄ →
√
k2 + a2µ2 , (4.34)

ζ̄1̄ →
1√

4ϵa2ω1̄

eiS1̄ , ζ̄2̄ → 0 , Π̄ζ
1̄
→ −i

√
ϵa2ω1̄e

iS1̄ , Π̄ζ
2̄
→ 0 , (4.35)

ψ̄1̄ → 0 , ψ̄2̄ →
−i sign(λ)√

2a2ω2̄

eiS2̄ , Π̄ψ
1̄
→ 0 , Π̄ψ

2̄
→ −sign(λ)

√
a2ω2̄

2
eiS2̄ . (4.36)
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Once we have dealt with the eigenvalue problem, we can compute the Bogoliubov coefficients

(ᾱāa, β̄āa) of the transformation (4.20), which brings us from a state with mode functions (ζ, ψ)

to the one corresponding to adiabatic modes (ζ̄, ψ̄). These are obtained by inverting Eq. (4.25),

to obtain

ᾱāa = −i
(
ζ̄āΠ

ζ∗
a + ψ̄āΠ

ψ∗
a − Π̄ζāζ

∗
a − Π̄ψāψ

∗
a

)
, (4.37)

β̄āa = i
(
ζ̄āΠ

ζ
a + ψ̄āΠ

ψ
a − Π̄ζāζa − Π̄ψāψa

)
. (4.38)

With the mode functions (4.32) and the Bogoliubov coefficients β̄āa at hand, we can now compute

the eigenstate number-density from Eq. (4.26):

nā =
|ζ̄ā|2

a2H2λ2ω2
ā

∑
a

∣∣∣aHλ(ωāΠζa + i2ϵa2k2ζa) + i
√
2ϵ(k2 − ω2

ā)(Π
ψ
a + iωāψa)

∣∣∣2. (4.39)

This expression is the main result of the present work. It yields the number-density of Hamil-

tonian eigenstates of a state |Ω1⟩ × |Ω2⟩, satisfying â1â2|Ω1⟩ × |Ω2⟩ = 0, with corresponding

mode functions ζa, ψa. Note that for λ = 0, that is, for a straight trajectory, the eigenstate

number-densities reduce to

n1̄ =
2ϵa2

2k

∑
a

(
|ζ ′a|2 + k2|ζa|2

)
− 1

2
, (4.40)

n2̄ =
a2

2
√
k2 + a2µ2

∑
a

(
|ψ′
a|2 +

(
k2 + a2µ2

)
|ψa|2

)
− 1

2
, (4.41)

which, as expected, coincide with the single-field result (2.27) for each degree of freedom.

Finally, as in the single-field case, we may write the exact solution of the coupled sys-

tem (4.12), (4.13) as a canonical transformation over the adiabatic initial conditions. This

is simply done by inverting Eq. (4.25), with the adiabatic modes given by Eqs. (4.32, 4.33).

These Bogoliubov coefficients can be obtained as solutions to a first-order system analogous

to (2.33). Setting the phases S′
ā = −ωā yields an equation of the form(
ᾱāa
β̄āa

)′

=
∑
b̄

M(ad)

b̄
(k, τ)

(
ᾱb̄a
β̄b̄a

)
, (4.42)

where each term in each matrix element of M(ad) is proportional to one of the following combi-

nations:

aH,
λ′

λ
,
ω′
ā

ωā
,
ω′
1̄

ω2̄

−
ω′
2̄

ω1̄

, (4.43)

which measure the adiabaticity of the system. Solutions with constant coefficients correspond to

the lowest-order multifield adiabatic approximation, which is valid in the adiabatic regime or for
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a small duration of non-adiabatic dynamics. Remarkably, the decomposition, with some minor

corrections, remains valid for imaginary ωā, leading to a dominant exponential growth of the

modes. These are the instabilities that are responsible for primordial black hole formation in this

context [41, 42], which constitute a general feature of rapid turn inflationary models. It would

be interesting to study this case using the Stokes phenomenon [43,44] or other methods [45] like

e.g. steepest descent [46].

Finally, let us note that multifield models with turning trajectories have been analyzed in [47],

where the authors point out the role of Hubble friction when one uses WKB approximations

to de Sitter dynamics [48]. In our language, their conclusion is reflected in the fact that the

Bogoliubov coefficients (αāa, βāa) of the adiabatic basis are time-dependent, with the WKB

(constant) value attained only as a first approximation.

4.2 The Bunch-Davies basis

In Sec. 3.1, we saw how the interaction terms emerging from slow-roll parameters ϵ and η can be

captured by a specific time-dependent Bogoliubov transformation. Here we will generalize that

discussion to the multifield case and derive the solution of the coupled system as a canonical

transformation on BD initial conditions. Our focus here is not a temporal deformation of the

de Sitter geometry as in the single-field case but a temporal deformation of the dynamics due

to the mixing of fluctuations.

The use of this Hilbert-space basis instead of the adiabatic one of Sec. 4.1, will allow us to

study particle production from emergent excited states [49, 50] produced via non-gravitational

couplings. We thus want to impose initial conditions not at the Minkowski limit but at some

finite subhorizon scale. For example, in this way, one can study setups where a sudden turn

takes place at some definite moment τλ > −∞. In these scenarios of emergent excited states,

the modes decouple for early times τ < τλ, however, their mode functions are given by the BD

form (or the quasi-de Sitter form) instead of the Minkowski plane-wave (the adiabatic modes).

Moreover, in such models it is the particle number-density in this basis that plays an important

role in backreaction computations [51].

To proceed, let us first consider the solutions of Eqs. (4.12, 4.13) in the particular case λ = 0

(that is, in the absence of multifield interactions). These solutions have the form:

ζ1(k, τ) = ζ0(k, τ), ζ2(k, τ) = 0, ψ1(k, τ) = 0, ψ2(k, τ) = ψ0(k, τ), (4.44)

where ζ0(k, τ) and ψ0(k, τ) are single-field solutions of the following system of decoupled equa-

tions of motion:

d

dτ
Πζ0 + 2ϵa2k2ζ0 = 0, Πζ0 = 2ϵa2

d

dτ
ζ0, (4.45)

d

dτ
Πψ0 + a2

(
k2 + a2µ2

)
ψ0 = 0, Πψ0 = a2

d

dτ
ψ0. (4.46)

Having these single-field solutions at hand, we can now consider a time-dependent Bogoliubov
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transformation defining new time-dependent operators ĉ†ζ(k, τ), ĉζ(k, τ), ĉ
†
ψ(k, τ) and ĉψ(k, τ),

in terms of â†a(k) and âa(k). Explicitly, the transformation reads
ĉζ(k, τ)

ĉψ(k, τ)

ĉ†ζ(−k, τ)

ĉ†ψ(−k, τ)

 =


αζ1 αζ2 β∗ζ1 β∗ζ2
αψ1 αψ2 β

∗
ψ1 β

∗
ψ2

βζ1 βζ2 α∗
ζ1 α∗

ζ2

βψ1 βψ2 α
∗
ψ1 α

∗
ψ2



â1(k, τ)

â2(k, τ)

â†1(−k, τ)

â†2(−k, τ)

. (4.47)

Again, the symplectic structure ensures the canonical character of the Bogoliubov transforma-

tion, that is, after imposing ∑
a

(
αIaα

∗
Ja − β∗IaβJa

)
= δIJ , (4.48)∑

a

(
αIaβ

∗
Ja − β∗IaαJa

)
= 0, (4.49)

the new operators satisfy
[
cI(k), c

†
J(k

′)
]
= (2π)3δIJδ

(3)(k − k′), with I, J ∈ (ζ, ψ).

Just as we did in the single-field case, we may choose a specific transformation by imposing

a condition analogous to that leading to Eq. (3.8): we demand that the full fields ζ(τ,k) and

ψ(τ,k) (and their momenta), satisfying the coupled system of equations, take the form
ζ̂(τ,k)

ψ̂(τ,k)

Π̂ζ(τ,k)

Π̂ψ(τ,k)

 =


ζ0 0 ζ∗0 0

0 ψ0 0 ψ∗
0

Πζ0 0 Πζ∗0 0

0 Πψ0 0 Πψ∗0




ĉζ(k, τ)

ĉψ(k, τ)

ĉ†ζ(−k, τ)

ĉ†ψ(−k, τ)

. (4.50)

In other words, we impose that the field operators take the form of their single-field counterparts

in the ĉ-basis. Upon equating (4.10) to (4.50) and using (4.47), the relation between the â-basis

and the ĉ-basis mode functions becomes
ζ1 ζ2 ζ∗1 ζ∗2
ψ1 ψ2 ψ∗

1 ψ∗
2

Πζ1 Πζ2 Πζ∗1 Πζ∗2
Πψ1 Πψ2 Πψ∗1 Πψ∗2

 =


ζ0 0 ζ∗0 0

0 ψ0 0 ψ∗
0

Πζ0 0 Πζ∗0 0

0 Πψ0 0 Πψ∗0



αζ1 αζ2 β∗ζ1 β∗ζ2
αψ1 αψ2 β

∗
ψ1 β

∗
ψ2

βζ1 βζ2 α∗
ζ1 α∗

ζ2

βψ1 βψ2 α
∗
ψ1 α

∗
ψ2

. (4.51)

Now, notice that the conjugate momenta of the fields ζa, ψa are given by Πζa = 2ϵa2Dτζa
and Πψa = a2ψ′

a, whereas the ones of the free fields read Πζ0 = 2ϵa2ζ ′0 and Πψ0 = a2ψ′. As a

consequence, the Bogoliubov coefficients must satisfy

ζ0
d

dτ
αζa + ζ∗0

d

dτ
βζa = aH

λ√
2ϵ

(
ψ0αψa + ψ∗

0βψa

)
, (4.52)

ψ0
d

dτ
αψa + ψ∗

0

d

dτ
βψa = 0. (4.53)
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In addition, the mode functions ζa and ψa satisfy the coupled system of equations (4.12, 4.13),

whereas ζ0a and ψ0
a respect the single-field equations (4.45, 4.46). As a consequence, we obtain

additional equations satisfied by the Bogoliubov coefficients:

Πζ0
d

dτ
αζa +Πζ∗0

d

dτ
βζa = 0, (4.54)

Πψ0
d

dτ
αψa +Πψ∗0

d

dτ
βψa = −aH λ√

2ϵ

(
αζaΠ

ζ
0 + βζaΠ

ζ∗
0

)
. (4.55)

One can now put together Eqs. (4.52)-(4.55) to obtain a set of first-order equations dictating

the evolution of the Bogoliubov coefficients. One finds:

1

k

d

dτ


αζa
βζa
αψa
βψa

 = M(kτ)


αζa
βζa
αψa
βψa

 , M(kτ) =

(
0 P(kτ)

Q(kτ) 0

)
, (4.56)

where P(kτ) and Q(kτ) are 2× 2 matrices given by

P(kτ) = −iaH
k

λ√
2ϵ

(
ψ0Π

ζ∗
0 ψ∗

0Π
ζ∗
0

−ψ0Π
ζ
0 −ψ∗

0Π
ζ
0

)
, (4.57)

Q(kτ) = −iaH
k

λ√
2ϵ

(
ψ∗
0Π

ζ
0 ψ∗

0Π
ζ∗
0

−ψ0Π
ζ
0 −ψ0Π

ζ∗
0

)
. (4.58)

As already mentioned, the initial conditions respected by the Bogoliubov coefficients may

be set by requiring that at some point (which could also be the infinite past) the solutions ζa
and ψa coincide with the non-interacting fields as in Eq. (4.44). This would require setting

(αζ1, βζ1, αψ1 , βψ1) = (1, 0, 0, 0) and (αζ2, βζ2, αψ2 , βψ2) = (0, 0, 1, 0) at some time τini such that

k|τini| ≫ 1. With this initial condition, the formal solution to Eq. (4.56) can be written as
αζa
βζa
αψa
βψa

 = T exp

{∫ kτ

kτini

dxM(x)

}
αζa
βζa
αψa
βψa


ini

. (4.59)

To summarize the present discussion, let us stress the main point of this section: The in-

troduction of time-dependent Bogoliubov coefficients allowed us to split the multifield system

of equations (4.12, 4.13) into two groups. The first set corresponds to the equations of motion

(4.45, 4.46) describing the evolution of two decoupled fields ζ0 and ψ0. These modes only expe-

rience the Hubble flow of the background encoded in the scale factor a(τ). Once the solutions

ζ0 and ψ0 are known, one may study the effects of the multifield interaction λ via the first-order

equation of motion (4.56). An additional feature of this formalism is that it allows us to gain

a clear picture of the particle states generated exclusively from the coupling λ thanks to the
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standard language of Bogoliubov transformations. Gravitational (e.g. slow-roll) corrections may

be incorporated independently from non-gravitational effects (non-geodesic motion). In other

words, ζ0 and ψ0 can either be the BD mode functions or the quasi-de Sitter mode functions8

of Seq. 3.2, computed to any order in slow roll.

4.3 Massless isocurvature fields

A particularly relevant case that is worth examining in more detail, corresponds to the situation

where the entropy mass remains zero: µ = 0. In this instance, the single-field mode functions

assume their standard BD form:

ζ0(k, τ) =
iH

2
√
ϵk3

(1 + ikτ) e−ikτ , (4.60)

Πζ0(k, τ) =
i
√
ϵk

Hτ
e−ikτ , (4.61)

ψ0(k, τ) =
iH√
2k3

(1 + ikτ) e−ikτ , (4.62)

Πψ0 (k, τ) =
i

Hτ

√
k

2
e−ikτ . (4.63)

One can readily verify that in this case ψ0 does not decay (as encountered in the massive case

µ ̸= 0) and the effects due to λ between the fields become maximal during and after horizon

crossing. With these expressions the matrices P and Q become

P(x) =
iλ

2x2

(
1 + ix − (1− ix) e2ix

(1 + ix) e−2ix − (1− ix)

)
, (4.64)

Q(x) =
iλ

2x2

(
1− ix − (1− ix) e2ix

(1 + ix) e−2ix − (1 + ix)

)
. (4.65)

We will examine analytical solutions of Eq. (4.56) for the particular case of constant λ in Sec. 5.

In the study of inflation, we are typically interested in the fields on long wavelengths k|τ | ≪ 1.

In this limit, Eq. (4.51) yields

ζa =
iH

2
√
ϵk3

(αζa − βζa), (4.66)

ψa =
iH√
2k3

(αψa − βψa), (4.67)

where the Bogoliubov coefficients are to be evaluated on long wavelengths. Similar expressions

may be easily derived for the conjugate momenta. The power spectra of ζ and ψ are then found

8See also [52] for a discussion on disentangling features coming from the Hubble-flow and from non-gravitational
effects like the sound-speed in single-field inflation.
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to be

Pζ =
H2

4ϵk3

(
|αζ1 − βζ1|2 + |αζ2 − βζ2|2

)
, (4.68)

Pψ =
H2

2k3

(
|αψ1 − βψ1|2 + |αψ2 − βψ2|2

)
. (4.69)

In addition, the cross power spectrum between ζ and ψ reads

Pζψ =
H2

2
√
2ϵk3

(
(αζ1 − βζ1)(α

∗
ψ1 − β∗ψ1) + (αζ2 − βζ2)(α

∗
ψ2 − β∗ψ2)

)
, (4.70)

which may be shown to be real thanks to the symplectic restrictions (4.48, 4.49).

5 Bogoliubov coefficients for constant kinetic mixing

As an application of the previous results, let us examine the particular case whereby µ = 0 and λ

is small and constant. Here too, we will neglect the evolution due to the Hubble flow, measured

by the slow-roll parameters ϵ and η discussed in the single-field case. As already mentioned,

when necessary, these corrections can be incorporated in the calculation in a straightforward

manner. Before explicitly computing the analytical solutions of Eq. (4.56) valid for small λ, we

examine the asymptotic form of the solutions in the short- and long-wavelength regimes valid

for any value of λ.

5.1 Asymptotic behaviour for constant, arbitrary λ

To start with, let us analyze the differential equations (4.56) in the short-wavelength limit,

k|τ | ≫ 1. Here, one finds that the matrices P and Q acquire the form

P(x) = − λ

2x

(
1 0

0 1

)
, Q(x) =

λ

2x

(
1 0

0 1

)
. (5.1)

Then (4.56) reduces to the following set of equations:

x
dαζa
dx

= −λ
2
αψa, x

dαψa
dx

=
λ

2
αζa, (5.2)

x
dβζa
dx

= −λ
2
βψa, x

dβψa
dx

=
λ

2
βζa. (5.3)
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The solutions are straightforward to obtain. Imposing the initial conditions (αζ1, βζ1, αψ1 , βψ1) =

(1, 0, 0, 0) and (αζ2, βζ2, αψ2 , βψ2) = (0, 0, 1, 0) at initial time τini (such that k|τini| ≫ 1), we find

αζ1(kτ) = cos

(
λ

2
ln(τ/τini)

)
, αψ1(kτ) = sin

(
λ

2
ln(τ/τini)

)
, (5.4)

αζ2(kτ) = − sin

(
λ

2
ln(τ/τini)

)
, αψ2(kτ) = cos

(
λ

2
ln(τ/τini)

)
, (5.5)

with βζ1 = βψ1 = βζ2 = βψ2 = 0. These expressions reveal how the coupling λ alters the

oscillatory behavior of the the Bunch-Davies mode functions at small scales. It should be clear

that τini appears as a phase in the mode functions but it cannot appear in any observables. We

will ratify this expectation in a moment, when we explicitly compute the field-spectra.

On the other hand, in the long-wavelength limit, k|τ | ≪ 1, the matrices P and Q become

P(x) =
iλ

2x2

(
1 + ix −(1 + ix)

1− ix −(1− ix)

)
, (5.6)

Q(x) =
iλ

2x2

(
1− ix −(1 + ix)

1− ix −(1 + ix)

)
, (5.7)

in which case, Eq. (4.56) can also be easily solved:

αψa − βψa = Ca1, (5.8)

αζa − βζa = −λCa1 ln k|τ |+ Ca2, (5.9)

αζa + βζa = − i

kτ
λCa1 + Ca3, (5.10)

αψa + βψa =
i

kτ
λ2Ca1 (2 + ln k|τ |)− i

kτ
λCa2 + λCa3 ln k|τ |+ Ca4, (5.11)

where Ca1, Ca2, Ca3 and Ca4 are integration constants. These depend not only on the coupling

λ but also on the initial conditions imposed at τini, while they are further restricted by the

conditions (4.48, 4.49).

Moving back to Eqs. (4.66, 4.67) we can now write down the asymptotic form of the fields in

this regime. We obtain:

ζa =
iH

2
√
ϵk3

(Ca2 − λCa1 ln k|τ |), (5.12)

ψa =
iH√
2k3

Ca1, (5.13)

while similar expressions hold for the conjugate momenta. We emphasize that these solutions
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are valid for any value of λ. From Eqs. (4.68)-(4.70), the power spectra are then given by

Pζ =
H2

4ϵk3

(∣∣∣λC11 ln k|τ | − C12

∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣λC21 ln k|τ | − C22

∣∣∣2), (5.14)

Pψ =
H2

2k3

(
|C11|2 + |C21|2

)
, (5.15)

Pζψ =
H2

2
√
2ϵk3

(
− λ|C11|2 ln k|τ |+ C12C

∗
11 − λ|C21|2 ln k|τ |+ C22C

∗
21

)
. (5.16)

Note that in the expression (5.12), H and ϵ are constants, that is, we are considering exact

de Sitter dynamics. Comparing this result with the asymptotic from (3.23) of ζ in the case of

a quasi-de Sitter expansion, we see that there is no way for slow-roll corrections to mimic the

effect of the non-gravitational coupling, which is reflected in the fact that, here, the curvature

perturbation does not freeze on superhorizon scales.

5.2 Solution for small λ

We now move on to derive solutions for the Bogoliubov coefficients valid up to second order in

λ for the massless case µ = 0. To do so, we may insert the matrices P and Q of Eqs. (4.64) and

(4.65) back into Eq. (4.59), expand up to second order in λ, and perform the integrals over the

physical momentum. This can be done exactly [53] but let us present here the solutions in the

long-wavelength limit, k|τ | ≪ 1. The first-mode Bogoliubov coefficients are given by

αζ1 = 1− λ2

4

(
iπ

2
− w − ln(−kτini)

)(
i

kτ
+ ln(−kτ)

)
−λ

2

8

([
ln(−kτini)

]2 − w2 + iπw − π2

4

)
, (5.17)

βζ1 =
λ2

4

(
iπ

2
− w − ln(−kτini)

)(
−i
kτ

+ ln(−kτ) + ln(−kτini)
)

+
λ2

4

(
2 +

π2

12
+
[
ln(−kτini)

]2 − w2 + iπw

)
, (5.18)

αψ1 = −λ
2

(
i

kτ
− ln(τ/τini)

)
, (5.19)

βψ1 = −λ
2

(
i

kτ
+
iπ

2
− w − ln(−kτ)

)
, (5.20)
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where w ≡ αE − 2 + ln 2, with αE the Euler-Mascheroni constant. On the other hand, the

integration of the second-mode coefficients yields:

αζ2 = −λ
2

(
i

kτ
+ ln(τ/τini)

)
, (5.21)

βζ2 = −λ
2

(
i

kτ
+
iπ

2
− w − ln(−kτ)

)
, (5.22)

αψ2 = 1− λ2

4

(
iπ

2
− w − ln(−kτini)

)(
i

kτ
+ ln(−kτ)

)
+
iλ2

kτ

(
1 +

1

2
ln(τ/τini)

)
−λ

2

8

([
ln(−kτini)

]2 − w2 + iπw − π2

4

)
, (5.23)

βψ2 = −λ
2

4

(
iπ

2
− w − ln(−kτini)

)(
i

kτ
+ ln(−kτ) + ln(−kτini)

)
+
λ2

4

(
2− π2

12
−
[
ln(−kτini)

]2
+ w2 − iπw

)
+
iλ2

kτ

(
1 +

1

2
ln(τ/τini)

)
. (5.24)

In Figs. 1 and 2, we check these expressions against the numerical integration of Eq. (4.56)

finding excellent agreement. It can be also checked that these expressions have the appropriate

asymptotic form satisfied by Eqs. (5.8)-(5.11) derived in the previous discussion. This result

implies that further corrections of higher order in λ will not contain larger powers of ln(−kτ).
As a consequence, we can trust these solutions for |λ| ≪ 1 even if |λ ln(−kτ)| ≫ 1.

We may now compute observables such as the power spectrum of ζ and ψ. Using Eqs. (4.68)

and (4.69), we finally obtain

Pζ =
H2

4ϵk3

[
1 +

λ2

12
(π2 − 12) + λ2

(
w + ln(−kτ)

)2]
, (5.25)

Pψ =
H2

2k3

[
1 +

λ2

6
(π2 − 6)

]
, (5.26)

Pζψ =
−H2

2
√
2ϵk3

λ
[
w + ln(−kτ)

]
. (5.27)

It can be appreciated that these observables are independent of τini, as expected. Note that (5.25)

and (5.26) do not fully coincide with those derived in Ref. [54] (we have verified, however, that

our expressions coincide with the numerical integration of Eq. (4.56) with appropriate initial

conditions).

5.3 Particle spectrum in multifield models

Having obtained the Bogoliubov coefficients that encode the dynamics of the two-field model,

we are now in a position to compute the number-density of Hamiltonian eigenstates produced

over the BD state due to the kinetic mixing induced by the non-geodesic motion. To do so we

may substitute the βIa coefficients found in (5.17-5.24) into Eq. (4.39).

32



10
-6

10
-4

0.011

1

5
10

50
100

500
1000

0.01

0.10

1

10

100

1000

10
4

0.01

0.10

1

10

100

1000

10
4

1

5

10

50

100

500

(a)

10
-6

10
-4

0.011

10
-5

0.01

10

0.01

1

100

10
4

0.01

1

100

10
4

10
-4

0.01

1

100

(b)

Figure 1: Comparison between the numerical solution of Eq. (4.56) and the analytical expressions (5.17-5.24)
obtained by integrating Eq. (4.59) to second order. Parameters set to k|τini| = 103, λ = 5× 10−2.

As an example, let us write explicitly the short- and long-wavelength limits of the number

density. In the kτ ≫ 1 regime, the integral simplifies to

nā(k, τ) = nBD
k (τ)

(
1 +

λ2

4

)
, (5.28)

with nBD
k (τ) the number-density of eigenstates of the BD state given in Eq. (2.41). In the

long-wavelength limit, λ < |kτ | ≪ 1, we obtain

nā(k) = nBD
k (τ)

(
1 +

λ2

8 (kτ)2

[
1 +O

(
(kτ)2

) ])
. (5.29)
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Figure 2: Comparison between the numerical solution of Eq. (4.56) and the analytical expressions (5.17-5.24)
obtained by integrating Eq. (4.59) to second order. Parameters set to k|τini| = 103, λ = 5× 10−2.

The requirement |kτ | > λ ensures that the eigenfrequencies remain real, and thus we can in-

terpret the result as particle production. Let us note that contrary to the Hubble-flow induced

non-adiabaticity, the number density of particles in this case cannot be written as the super-

horizon limit of a thermal distribution —recall the comments around Eq. (2.44) and below

Eq. (3.35). This is consistent with the fact that λ is a non-gravitational coupling.

Finally, we can also carry out the computation for a transient interaction. In such scenario,

according to Eq. (4.56), Bogoliubov coefficients evolve until λ is turned off, inducing excited

states after the turn ends [41, 42, 49, 50]. Since λ = 0 by the end of inflation, we employ Eqs.

(4.40, 4.41) to calculate the eigenstate number-densities across all wavelengths. For |kτ | ≪ 1
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(and µ = 0), we obtain

n1̄(k) = nBD
k (τ)

Pζ
Pζ0

+
1

2

Pζ
Pζ0

− 1

2
, (5.30)

n2̄(k) = nBD
k (τ)

Pψ
Pψ0

+
1

2

Pψ
Pψ0

− 1

2
, (5.31)

with the power spectra given by Eqs. (4.68, 4.69) and Pψ0 = ϵPζ0 = H2/(4k3). We thus

conclude that multifield interactions affect the power spectrum and the number-density in the

same manner: since the piece proportional to nBD dominates in the long-wavelength limit,

we obtain n1̄,2̄/n
BD ≈ Pζ,ψ/Pζ0,ψ0 . Notably, the strong amplification of the power spectrum

observed in rapid-turn models [41, 42, 55] implies a corresponding enhancement in the particle

content.

6 Summary and concluding remarks

Particle production in curved spacetime is a ubiquitous process, albeit with ambiguous inter-

pretations. Indeed, in order to study the phenomenon, one needs to make a choice: a vacuum

state over which the excitations are considered, which, in turn, fixes a quantum Hamiltonian

dictating their production rate. Each choice leads to different particle densities.

Here, we have utilized an operator basis wherein the Hamiltonian is diagonal, allowing us to

define particles as energy/momentum eigenstates. Following the system’s canonical evolution

via Bogoliubov transformations, we saw that while the adiabatic vacuum is indeed devoid of

eigenstates at any initial time, the Bunch-Davies vacuum (which is devoid of particles only at

the infinite past) leads to particle production encoding the spatial expansion of the Poincaré

patch of de Sitter space. This is reflected in the fact that the eigenstate number-density of the

BD state per physical momentum is constant —recall Eq. (2.43)— in direct analogy with the

constant dimensionless power spectrum of a massless scalar. This is a consequence of the exact

scale invariance of de Sitter space.

In addition, the Bunch-Davies state can serve as a basis to expand any solution whose tem-

poral dynamics deviates from exact (adiabatic) de Sitter. The coordinates in this basis are

nothing but time dependent Bogoliubov coefficients that obey a first-order differential equation

—Eq. (3.11)— which can be solved perturbatively. A prime example of such a case in single-field

inflation is the slow-roll scenario, where the non-adiabaticity is encoded in the non-vanishing

slow-roll parameters ϵ and η. In this case, we saw that the number-density of energy/momentum

eigenstates produced over the BD state, encodes a mild feature of the primordial curvature power

spectrum: the observed spectral index, ns. Another example worth studying in this category is

the temporarily non-adiabatic dynamics taking place in the case of sharp features [56]. Indeed,

using the same methods, it should be possible to show that the number density in this case,

encodes the featured power spectrum —recall Eq. (3.35). We are thus lead to conclude that the

eigenstate content of the Bunch-Davies vector is a physical observable.
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Adopting this perspective, we went on to study energy/momentum eigenstates in the con-

text of multifield inflation, specifically two-field models exhibiting non-geodesic motion. First,

we saw that the multifield adiabatic basis leads to Hamiltonian eigenstates characterized by

dispersion relations —Eq. (4.31)— identical to those found in the pertinent literature. These

were well-known in the Minkowski (ultraviolet) limit of the model but using the Hamiltonian

formalism allowed us to rederive them in an exact manner. Given the dispersion relations, we

then generalized the number-density of energy/momentum eigenstates in the multifield context

—Eq. (4.39). Particle production here is not due to quasi-de Sitter dynamics (even though this

effect can also be taken into account —see [52] for a single-field analogue) but instead results

from the non-adiabaticity induced by the non-gravitational coupling of perturbations provided

by the turning rate of the background trajectory.

Having obtained the number density for any mode function, that is, of any Hilbert-space

vector, one can ask the question of what is the particle content of the Bunch-Davies state. To

do so we need to project the multifield solution onto the Bunch-Davies basis. This can be done in

analogy with the single-field case, i.e. using Boguliubov transformations adapted to the system

at hand. The coordinates of this projection, that is, the set of Bogoliubov coefficients, obeys

again a first-order differential equation —Eq. (4.56)— which constitutes a generalization of the

single-field case. We derived perturbative analytical solutions of this equation —Eqs. (5.17-

5.24)— and used them to compute the corresponding two-field eigenstate occupation numbers.

Remarkably, the effects of the kinetic mixing are distinct from the gravitationally induced process

(e.g. particle production due to slow-roll) and can be isolated from such effects. This is evident

from the different scaling of the number densities written in Eqs. 3.21 and 5.29: logarithmic vs

power law. The logarithmic running arising from the ns → 1 limit of Eq. 3.21 is characteristic

of the soft breaking of scale invariance stemming from the quasi-de Sitter background. On the

other hand, the non-gravitational coupling induces a hard scale dependence, which cannot be

viewed as a deformation of the scaling dimension even in the weakly coupled, λ < 1, regime.

Note that this distinction on the scale dependence can serve as a tool for disentangling feature

contributions in primordial spectra.

Our results can also have practical applications in any setup where the number-density of non-

adiabatically produced particles, plays a central role. For example, one can compute the relic

abundance of isocurvature excitations to judge if ψ can constitute a dark-matter component [57]

(recall that ψ is only massless during inflation in the class of models under consideration).

Next, we can compute the energy density ρā = a−4
∫
d3k nāωā and see when this becomes larger

than the energy density driving inflation, in which case backreaction on the geometry starts

being non-negligible [51]. Given that we are in the weak-coupling regime λ < 1, this quantity

can place constraints on how long the non-geodesic motion can last before backreacting on

the inflationary dynamics. On the other hand, the analytical expressions for the Bogoliubov

coefficients can be used to compute the contribution of isocurvature particle production to

the stochastic gravitational-wave background and the enhancement of non-Gaussian correlation

functions [51,58–61]. We leave these questions for future work.
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