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We propose a novel scenario in which scalar perturbations, that seed the large scale structure
of the Universe, are generated without relying on a scalar field (the inflaton). In this framework,
inflation is driven by a de Sitter space-time (dS), where tensor metric fluctuations (i.e., gravitational
waves) naturally arise from quantum vacuum oscillations, and scalar fluctuations are generated via
second-order tensor effects. We compute the power spectrum of such scalar fluctuations and show
it to be consistent with near scale-invariance. We derive the necessary conditions under which
scalar perturbations become significant and much larger than the tensor modes, and we identify a
natural mechanism to end inflation via a transition to a radiation-dominated phase. Our proposed
mechanism could remove the need for a model-dependent scenario: the choice of a scalar field, as
the inflaton, to drive inflation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The inflationary paradigm [1–9] remains the most suc-
cessful candidate to explain the origin and evolution of
the Universe and its large-scale structure[4]. This has led
to the search among fundamental particle physics for an
inflaton scalar field. So far there has not been any defini-
tive theoretical argument that leads to a single inflaton
candidate; in fact, it is possible to build any inflationary
potential, even in fundamental theories, like string the-
ory, that fits the observational data: namely the observed
tilt of the spectrum of scalar fluctuations, the upper limit
on the energy scale of inflation (the yet to be discovered
tensor modes) [10, 11] and the non-Gaussian 1−ns signa-
ture (e.g., [12]). This is perhaps the main weakness of the
inflation paradigm, as it depends on a model-dependent
construction. It is therefore interesting to search for sce-
narios that are fully model-independent, so that inflation
becomes a theory rather than a model. Along this line
of reasoning, an attempt is done in [13–15], in a frame-
work termed Quantum Fisher Cosmology (QFC). It has
been shown that the tilt of the primordial scalar power
spectrum can be predicted to be ns = 0.9672 just by
considering the Heisenberg uncertainty principle in mea-
suring time in dS.

Here, we focus on how scalar perturbations are gen-
erated in a model-independent fashion, within a purely
quantum physics framework. We show that scalar pertur-
bations arise as a second-order effect from tensor pertur-
bations and can become significantly enhanced, allowing
them to dominate over the linear tensor modes, which are
inherently present in dS. The generation of second-order
scalar modes from tensor perturbations was first stud-
ied in [16–18]. Recently, a quantitative analysis of such

tensor-induced scalar perturbations was done in [19, 20]
for post-inflationary epochs. Our scenario relies on a sim-
ilar mechanism to generate the scalar perturbations. In
addition, the instability of dS space [21–24] provides both
a natural way for a graceful exit from inflation and also
the means to end into a radiation dominated epoch.

If the quantum picture of the dS metric can be de-
scribed as a Hamiltonian process of scattering and de-
cay of the gravitons composing the coherent state of
gravitons, then the self-coupling of gravitons and their
coupling with other relativistic particle species leads to
metric processes quantum scattering and decay of the
constituent gravitons of dS. In this case, the final quan-
tum state cannot be described with coherent states and
there will no longer be the dispersion relations of the free
quanta propagating on a classical dS background. As
pointed out in [22], based on particle creation [21] and
the fluctuation-dissipation theorem [25] or, equivalently,
on thermodynamic considerations [26], dS spacetime is
unstable and the timescale of this instability can be expo-
nentially large given any initial perturbation. This occurs
because the geometry of the gravitational field is cou-
pled to the energy-momentum tensor and this quantity,
in turn, governs the dynamics of the gravitational field.
Consequently, the quantum fluctuations of the vacuum
or, equivalently, the effects of particle creation are linked
to a background gravitational field. If we use thermody-
namic considerations, see [26], we note that the existence
of such a maximally symmetric state cannot guarantee
stability against small fluctuations. Indeed, considering
a small fluctuation in the Hawking temperature of the
horizon—similar to the case of a black hole—leads to a
minor net heat exchange between the inner region and
both the horizon and its surroundings. The entire space
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is unstable to quantum/thermal fluctuations in its Hawk-
ing temperature, nucleating a sort of vacuum bubble at
an arbitrary point, breaking global dS invariance [26].
See also recent work [27, 28].

The aim of this letter is to introduce this novel mech-
anism and its main predictions. We derive the exact ex-
pressions for the second-order scalar potentials and the
scalar power spectrum resulting from second-order ten-
sor perturbations. We demonstrate that the latter agrees
with the expected nearly scale-invariance from observa-
tions, opening the way for numerous potential follow-up
studies and extensions.

II. SCALAR PERTURBATIONS FROM

TENSOR MODES

We work on a pure dS metric, which is defined in d-
dimensions by the hyperboloid (dS)α = −X2

0 +X
2
1 + ...+

X2
d and in Cartesian coordinates, ds2 = dt2−e2t/α(dx2+

dy2 + dz2) where α ≡ (3/Λ)1/2 and Λ is the vacuum
energy. We assume Einstein gravity.

For generality, on the RHS of Einstein’s equations, we
allow for the presence of a stress-energy tensor which
accounts for the sum of the cosmological constant driving
our dS expansion plus a generic fluid, with energy density
ρ, isotropic pressure p, four-velocity uµ and anisotropic
stress tensor πµ

ν , namely

T µ
ν = −

Λ

8πG
δµν + (ρ+ p)uµuν + pδµν + πµ

ν , (1)

As we will see below, the considered fluid unavoidably
arises from the vacuum expectation value of the second-
order contribution to the Einstein’s tensor from gravi-
tational waves (GW), which on sub-horizon scales leads
to non-vanishing energy, pressure and anisotropic stress.
Considering only the tensor contribution we have, in the

comoving frame of such a GW fluid,

uµ =
1

a

(

δµ0 +
1

2
vµ2

)

, (2)

from which we can compute uµ as:

u0 = g0ρu
ρ = a

(

−1−
1

2
ψ2

)

;ui =
1

2
aω2i + a

(

1

2
v2i

)

.

(3)

For the 00 component at second order we find

1

2
δ2T 0

0 = −
1

2
δ2ρ . (4)

The other components of T µ
ν are given by

1

2
δ2T i

0 = −(1 + w)ρ̄

[

1

2
vi2

]

, (5)

1

2
δ2T i

j = +
1

2
δ2pδij +

1

a2
1

2
δ2πi

j , (6)

where w is the equation of state at the background level
and the anisotropic stress tensor can be decomposed into
a trace-free scalar part, Π, a vector part, Πi, and a tensor
part, Πij , at each order according to

πij = a2
[

Π,ij −
1

3
∇2Πδij +

1

2
(Πi,j +Πj,i) + Πij

]

.

(7)

1

a2
δ2πij =

[

Π2,ij −
1

3
∇2Π2δij +

1

3
(Π2i,j +Π2j,i) + Π2ij

]

(8)
we can split the peculiar velocity vi2 as v2i = v2,i + v⊥2i,
where v⊥2i is a solenoidal (divergence-free or transverse)
vector.
Considering a graviton perturbation, with generic w

and cs, where δ
2p = c2sδ

2ρ and manipulating the Einstein
equations, we find the potential equation for φ2, i.e.

φ′′2 + 3
(

1 + c2s
)

Hφ′2 +
[

2H′ +
(

1 + 3c2s
)

H2
]

φ2 − c2s∇
2φ2 = 8πGa2

[

2H′ + 3
(

1 + c2s
)

H2
]

Π2

+
8πG

3
a2∇2Π2 + 8πGa2HΠ′

2 −
3

2

[

2H′ +
(

1 + 3c2s
)

H2
]

∇−4∂i∂
jAi

j −
3

2
H∇−4∂i∂

jAi
j

′

−
1

2
∇−2∂i∂

jAi
j

−
[

2H′ +
(

1 + 3c2s
)

H2
]

∇−2

[

−
3

4
χlk,m
1 χ1kl,m −

1

2
χkl
1 ∇2χ1lk +

1

2
χkm
1,l χ

l
1m,k +

1

2
χ′

1kmχ
′

1km −
3

2
∇−2∂i∂j

(

χi
1k

′

χ′

1kj

)

]

+
3

8
χml
1,kχ

,k
1lm −

3

8
χkl
1

′

χ′

1kl −
1

4
χm
1k,lχ

lk
1,m −H∇−2

[

−
3

2
χlk,m
1

′

χ1kl,m +
1

2
χkl
1

′

∇2χ1lk −
1

2
χkl
1 ∇2χ1lk

′ +
1

2
χkm
1,l

′

χl
1m,k

+
1

2
χkm
1,l χ

l
1m,k

′

− 2Hχ1km
′χ′

1km

]

+ 3H∇−4
(

−2Hχi
1k,j

′

χj
1k,i

′

+ χj
1k,i

′

∇2χi
1k,j

)

+
1

2
∇−2∂i∂j

(

χi
1k

′

χ′

1kj

)

+ c2s

[

−
1

8
χik
1

′

χ′

1ki −Hχik
1 χ

′

1ki +
1

2
χmk
1 ∇2χ1mk +

3

8
χml
1,kχ

,k
1lm −

1

4
χm
1k,lχ

lk
1,m

]

, (9)
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where

Ai
j =

1

2
χlk,i
1 χ1kl,j + χkl

1 χ
,i
1lk,j − χkl

1 χ
i
1l,jk − χkl

1 χ
,i
1lj,k

+χkl
1 χ

i
1j,kl + χik

1,lχ
,l
1jk − χki

1,lχ
l
1j,k .

(10)

Using the traceless part of the ij components we find

ψ2 = φ2 − 8πGa2Π2 −
Fχ

4
, (11)

where

Fχ = 4∇−2

(

3

4
χlk,m
1 χ1kl,m +

1

2
χkl
1 ∇2χ1lk −

1

2
χkm
1,l χ

l
1m,k

)

− 6∇−4∂i∂
jAi

j , (12)

and, considering only the tensor contribution, the
gauge-invariant curvature perturbation on uniform den-
sity hyper-surfaces is

ζ2 = −φ2 −
H

ρ̄′
δ2ρ . (13)

Looking for the particular solution in which φ2 is con-
stant, i.e. on very large scales, and using the energy-
momentum constraint equation we get

8πG

H2
Λ

Π2 = η2in

[

8πG

η2inH
2
Λ

Π2in −

(

φ2 −
1

4
Fχ

)](

η

ηin

)(5+3c2
s
)

+

(

φ2 −
1

4
Fχ

)

η2 (14)

ψ2 =

[

−
8πG

η2inH
2
Λ

Π2in +

(

φ2 −
1

4
Fχ

)](

η

ηin

)3(1+c2
s
)
.

(15)

We can quickly verify that the previous two equations
can be combined again to recover the usual relation

8πG

η2inH
2
Λ

Π2 + ψ2

(

η

ηin

)2

=

(

φ2 −
1

4
Fχ

)(

η

ηin

)2

. (16)

Note that if
(

φ2 −
1

4
Fχ

)

=
8πG

η2inH
2
Λ

Π2in , (17)

we will always have ψ2 = 0 and φ2 = Fχ/4; this could
also be a solution in our scenario. Here, ηin is a suitable
initial condition. Precisely, ηin is that initial moment in
which the hypothesis that φ2 is constant over time is still
correct. Now, considering just a mode with a given co-
moving k, we know that this assumption is reasonably
correct just after horizon crossing. ηin must depend on
comoving k (i.e., for different k we should have a suit-
able ηin). In this case, as a first approximation, we can

set |ηin(k)| ≃ 1/csk. If we Fourier transform all these
variables we obtain

ψ̃2 ≃

[

−
8πG

H2
Λ

c2sk
2Π̃2in +

(

φ̃2 −
1

4
F̃χ

)]

(csk|η|)
3(1+c2

s
) .

(18)

Now, at superhorizon scales, still assuming φ2 constant,
ζ2 becomes

ζ2 = −φ2 +
3H3

4πGa2ρ̄′
ψ2 = −φ2 −

H2
Λ

4πG(1 + w)ρ̄
ψ2 ,

(19)

where we left w generic and, let us stress, that is different
from c2s. Including Eq. (18) and

ρ̄(η) = ρ̄in

(

η

ηin

)3(1+w)

= ρ̄in (csk|η|)
3(1+w)

in Eq. (19), in Fourier space, it becomes

ζ̃2 − φ̃2 = −
H2

Λ

4πG(1 + w)ρ̄
ψ̃2

= −
H2

Λ

4πG(1 + w)ρ̄in
×

[

−
8πG

H2
Λ

c2sk
2Π̃2in +

(

φ̃2 −
1

4
F̃χ

)]

(csk|η|)
3(c2

s
−w) .

(20)

Now we need to know the value of cs and ρin at a given
mode k. It is transparent that w−c2s > 0 in order for the
scalar fluctuations to be larger than the tensor ones. This
can be achieved by the same gravitons produced during
de Sitter phase [29]. For pure radiation with equation of
state 1/3, the scalar perturbations will no longer grow.
This provides a natural route to end inflation.

III. POWER SPECTRUM

As a simple analytical example, let us consider the case
where ψ2 = 0, i.e. when φ2 = Fχ/4 and we focus only on
the first terms in (12); the second term will give a simi-
lar dependence. Then the primordial power spectrum of
scalar fluctuations φ is

〈φ(k)φ(k′)〉 =
1

4
〈φ2(k)φ2(k

′)〉 = (2π)3δ(3)(k+ k
′)Pφ(k)

(21)
and

Pφ(k) =
1

64(2π)3
1

k4

∫

d3k1d
3k2 δ

(3)[k− (k1 + k2)]

×Kh(k1,k2, k
2) Ph(k1)Ph(k2) , (22)

where the kernel is given by
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Kh(k1,k2, k
2) =

{

(

k21 + k22 + 3k1 · k2

)2[
(

1− k̂1 · k̂2

)4

+
(

1 + k̂1 · k̂2

)4
]

+ 8 (k1 · k2)
(

k21 + k22 + 3k1 · k2

)

(

k̂1 × k̂2

)2
[

3 +
(

k̂1 · k̂2

)2
]

+ 8k21k
2
2

(

k̂1 × k̂2

)4
[

1 +
(

k̂1 · k̂2

)2
]

}

,

(23)

defining Ph(k) = 2π2∆2
h(k)/k

3, the tensor power spec-
trum in dS reads [30]

∆2
h(k) =

16

π

(

Hinf

mpl

)2

. (24)

Here Hinf =
√

Λ/3 is the Hubble constant during infla-
tion.
Note that the kernel differs distinctly from that of stan-

dard single-clock inflation (which for this case is in the
bispectrum). This difference will also affect the bispec-
trum of scalar perturbations, thereby imprinting a unique
signature in the squeezed non-Gaussian features of the
large-scale structure [12]. As a consequence, this pro-
vides a means to observationally test our scenario. The
power spectrum is nearly scale invariant; this can be seen
easily as no uncompensated power of 4 terms of k appear
in the scaling of the momenta in (23).

IV. DISCUSSION

We have shown that it is possible to generate nearly
scale-invariant scalar adiabatic perturbations in pure de
Sitter. This is a scenario where the inflaton does not ex-
ist, and thus opens up the possibility to provide a picture
of inflation that is model independent. There are some
interesting features in our calculation. First, note that
the scalar fluctuations are generated outside the horizon
from the tensor perturbations. Assuming these fluctua-
tions are adiabatic, as in the standard picture of inflation,
the perturbations induced in the potential φ persist after

the transition from the dS phase to a radiation dominated
epoch through the decay of dS. Similarly to scalar modes,
vector perturbations are also generated from second or-
der tensor fluctuations. As expected, the fluctuations
deviate from Gaussianity and exhibit a certain intrin-
sic level of non-Gaussian features, the quantification of
which will be addressed in a future publication. However,
we note the following: for any non-conformally invariant
field (with mass m≪ H) the quantum generation of par-
ticles from the vacuum state will add extra contributions
to the second-order scalar perturbation mode, hence con-
tributing to a gaussianization by the central limit theo-
rem. In our scenario, the magnitude of fluctuations can
be determined from eqs (22)–(23), which rely exclusively
on dS features and potential physical mechanisms that
enhance scalar perturbations. These factors suggest a
possible explanation for why the fluctuations are at the
10−5 level.
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