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We study the analogy between graviton emission in a thermal radiation environment and the laser
mechanism, where photons of the same momentum and polarization are amplified. Using interaction
picture perturbation theory, we analyze the time evolution of the graviton number operator and its
expectation value in a squeezed vacuum state, describing the inflationary graviton state. During the
radiation-dominated era of the early universe, we find secular growth in the graviton number, leading
to the breakdown of perturbative analysis within approximately ten Hubble times after reheating.
We also explore analogous effects in a Minkowski background. As a thought experiment, we consider
LIGO/Virgo-like detectors immersed in a radiation environment at temperatures of O(10) GeV. In
this scenario, graviton numbers at O(100) Hz could be enhanced, suggesting a mechanism to amplify
gravitational wave signals. While this setup is beyond current experimental capabilities, it points
to potential advancements in gravitational wave measurements.

Stimulated emission is a well-known mechanism in
laser physics, where an incoming photon of a specific fre-
quency interacts with an excited atomic electron, causing
it to transition to a lower energy level (See, e.g., [1]). This
process results in the emission of photons with the same
frequency, direction, and polarization as the incoming
photon, making it ideal for beam amplification. In this
Letter, we investigate whether a similar mechanism ap-
plies to graviton interactions in a medium, particularly
in cosmological settings. While such an effect is sup-
pressed by the Planck mass in vacuum, in a dense, high-
temperature medium—such as the thermal background
of the early universe—the number of thermal fields inter-
acting with gravitons becomes substantial (see Fig. 1).
This interaction potentially amplifies the graviton popu-
lation by several orders of magnitude. Our analysis shows
that, under certain conditions, thermal effects can over-
come the intrinsic weakness of gravitational minimal cou-
pling, opening the possibility for observable cosmological
signatures of stimulated graviton emission.

Stimulated emission is often discussed in the context
of non-relativistic quantum mechanics. We consider the
effect in a cosmological context; therefore, we first exam-
ine this effect from a field-theoretical perspective (see also

Ref. [2]). Consider a photon field Â = ud̂+u∗d̂†, with the
positive frequency mode function u and the annihilation
operator d̂. For notational simplicity, we suppress the
polarization index, Lorentz index, and momentum, and
we write [d̂, d̂†] = 1. A rigorous treatment is postponed
for gravitons. The photon number operator is defined as
N̂ ≡ d̂†d̂. We study the evolution of N̂ under the in-
teractions between photons and atomic electrons. The
interaction Hamiltonian is given by ĤI = −eĵÂ, where ĵ
is the U(1) current and e is the U(1) coupling constant.
The time evolution of the number operator in the inter-
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FIG. 1. A Feynman diagram illustrating cosmological stimu-
lated emission. The wavy and solid lines represent the prop-
agators of the graviton, h, and scalar thermal radiation, χ, as
considered in this letter. External legs marked with a cross in-
dicate sources. The scalar field χ is generated by the thermal
bath, while h originates from inflation. Although the reduced
Planck mass, Mpl, suppresses a single process, the relation
∂χ|th ∝ √

ργ ∝ Mpl with the radiation energy density ργ ,
derived from the Friedmann equation, compensates for this
suppression. Consequently, the overall order counting for this
diagram is M0

pl.

action picture is given by [3]

∑
n=0

N̂n(τ) = in
∫ τ

dτ1 · · ·
∫ τn−2

dτn−1

∫ τn−1

dτn

×
[
ĤI(τn),

[
ĤI(τn−1), · · ·

[
ĤI(τ1), N̂(τ)

]
· · ·

]]
, (1)

with the interaction picture field N̂ . We evaluate the
ensemble average of Eq. (1) for a given quantum state ϱ̂
of the photon-electron system. For simplicity, we assume
that the photon and atomic electron states are separable:
ϱ̂ = ϱ̂γ ⊗ ϱ̂e. For stimulated emission, ϱ̂e is in a state
of population inversion, and ϱ̂γ is chosen such that the
photon frequency coincides with the energy gap of the
atomic electrons.

The expectation value of n = 1 vanishes since N̂1 is
linear in (d̂, d̂†). The next-to-leading-order correction has
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two contributions: N̂2 = N̂spon + N̂stim, with

N̂spon = e2
∫ τ

dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2
ĵ(τ1)ĵ(τ2) + ĵ(τ2)ĵ(τ1)

2

× (u(τ2)u(τ1)
∗ + u(τ1)u(τ2)

∗), (2)

N̂stim = e2
∫ τ

dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2

[
ĵ(τ1), ĵ(τ2)

]
×
(
(u(τ1)u(τ2)

∗ − u(τ1)
∗u(τ2))

d̂d̂† + d̂†d̂

2

+ u(τ1)u(τ2)d̂
2 − u(τ1)

∗u(τ2)
∗d̂†2

)
, (3)

The evolution of the photon number depends only on the
electron states, so Eq. (2) represents spontaneous emis-
sion. In contrast, Eq. (3) depends on the initial pho-

ton state. Consider the N -photon state |N⟩ ≡ (d̂†)N√
N !

|0⟩
with d̂|0⟩ = 0, and ϱ̂γ = |N⟩⟨N |. In this photon-
number eigenstate, the last line vanishes and Eq. (3)

yields Tr
[
ϱ̂N̂stim

]
∝ N , which describes stimulated emis-

sion. To be more precise, Eq. (3) involves the vacuum
stimulated emission that we eliminate by taking the nor-
mal ordering d̂d̂† → d̂†d̂.

In contrast to the photon-number eigenstates, stim-
ulated emission exhibits a distinct feature in squeezed
vacuum states. With a squeeze operator Ŝ, a squeezed
vacuum state is |ψ⟩ = Ŝ|0⟩. Furthermore, one can

write d̂ = Ŝ†d̂ψŜ = µd̂ψ + νd̂†ψ, with |µ|2 − |ν|2 = 1,

and d̂ψ|ψ⟩ = d̂|0⟩ = 0. The photon number evaluated

in this squeezed vacuum state is ⟨ψ|N̂ |ψ⟩ = |ν|2. In
Eq. (3), because squeezed vacuum states involve various
even-number states, interference effects among these dif-
ferent photon-number states can be observed. We find
⟨ψ|d̂2|ψ⟩ = µν, ⟨ψ|d̂†d̂|ψ⟩ = |ν|2, and ⟨ψ|d̂†2|ψ⟩ = µ∗ν∗.
Typically, µ and ν oscillate with different phases. For
the simple case where the phases are equivalent, µ ∼
ν =

√
N ≫ 1, all terms in Eq. (3) contribute equally, in

contrast to the case of number eigenstates.

The above discussion helps establish an analogy be-
tween the transitions of bound-state electrons and vari-
ous interactions represented by ĤI . The essential differ-
ence is a choice of a state, and the question is if cosmolog-
ical states introduce similar effects or not. In cosmology,
gravitational wave production is often used to constrain
various early-universe models (see Ref. [4] and references
therein), which corresponds to spontaneous emission in
the present framework. In a laser medium, greater spon-
taneous emission generally leads to greater stimulated
emission as one can find the relationship between the ab-
sorption and emission coefficients [1]. Analogously, mech-
anisms that produce substantial gravitational waves sug-
gest the potential for significant cosmological stimulated
emission of gravitons. Note that squeezed vacuum states
are particularly important here since inflationary gravi-
tons exist in such a state [5, 6].

As an example of cosmological stimulated emission,
let us consider gravitons minimally coupled to a mass-
less scalar field χ in a general flat Friedmann-Lemâıtre-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) background. χ is free but is
initially in a local thermal state characterized by a local
canonical ensemble with inverse temperature β. Note
that population inversion does not occur in canonical
ensembles; hence, we naively do not expect stimulated
emission in this setup. We define the Hamiltonians with
respect to conformal time, so β is understood as a co-
moving inverse temperature.
A graviton hij is defined as the quantized traceless

transverse perturbation around a flat FLRW metric:

ds2 = a2(τ)
[
−dτ2 + (δij + 2M−1

pl hij)dx
idxj

]
, (4)

where hii = ∂ih
i
j = 0 and the reduced Planck massMpl.

The leading-order interaction between hij and χ is given
by expanding the kinetic term of χ:

ĤI = − a2

Mpl

∫
d3x ĥij∂iχ̂∂jχ̂. (5)

At one-loop order, the four-point interaction also con-
tributes to the spectrum. However, it is found that the
one-loop correction from the four-point interaction is can-
celed by the equivalence principle, so we ignore it in this
letter [7].
One can express the Fourier integrals of hij and χ as

ĥij(τ,x) =
∑
s=±

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·xe

(s)
k,ij ĥ

(s)
k (τ), (6)

χ̂(τ,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·xχ̂k(τ), (7)

where the gravitational wave polarization tensor satisfies

kie
(s)
k,ij = δije

(s)
k,ij = 0 and e

(s)
k,ij(e

(s′)ij
k )∗ = δss

′
. Using

these expressions, Eq. (5) becomes

ĤI = −M−1
pl

∑
s=±

∫
d3k

(2π)3
ĥ
(s)
k T̂

(s)
k , (8)

where T̂
(s)
k is the energy-momentum tensor of χ projected

onto the graviton polarization and momentum:

T̂
(s)
k ≡ −a2

∫
d3l d3p

(2π)3
δ(k+ l+ p)e

(s)ij
k lipjχ̂lχ̂p. (9)

Thus, the U(1) coupling constant, current, and photons
are replaced by the Planck mass, energy-momentum ten-
sor, and gravitons, with e→M−1

pl , j → T , and A→ h.
As we study the evolution of the number operator in

interaction picture perturbation theory, we need to iden-
tify the free graviton number operator, which is time-
dependent in an expanding universe. Define the instan-
taneous annihilation operator [8]

d̂
(s)
k ≡ a

√
k

2
ĥ
(s)
k +

i

a
√
2k
π̂
†(s)
k , (10)
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with the conjugate momentum π̂
(s)
k ≡ a2ĥ

(s)
k

′. Eq. (10)
writes the time-dependent graviton free Hamiltonian∑

s

∫
d3k

(2π)3
k

(
d̂
(s)†
k d̂

(s)
k +

1

2

[
d̂
(s)
k , d̂

(s)†
k

])
, (11)

where the commutator term is a time-independent con-
stant shift. The instantaneous vacuum is defined as
d̂
(s)
k |0⟩ = 0. Using Eqs. (1) and (8), we consider loop

corrections to the time-dependent free number operator
defined from Eq. (10):

N̂
(s)
k ≡ d̂

(s)†
k d̂

(s)
k . (12)

In Eq. (1), N̂ evolves via the canonical variables in
Eq. (10).

Given an instantaneous vacuum |0⟩ and a squeeze op-
erator Ŝ, a squeezed vacuum state is |ψ⟩ = Ŝ|0⟩. |ψ⟩
is, for example, the adiabatic vacuum during inflation.
The Bogoliubov transformation writes the instantaneous

operator at τ with respect to d̂
(s)
ψ,k|ψ⟩ = 0:

d̂
(s)
k = Ŝ†d̂

(s)
ψ,kŜ = µkd̂

(s)
ψ,k + νkd̂

(s)†
ψ,−k, (13)

which implies that |ψ⟩ is in a two-mode squeezed vac-
uum state and in an entanglement state of gravitons
with momenta k and −k. These Bogoliubov coeffi-
cients depend on time through the canonical variables,

and V −1⟨ψ|d̂(s)†k d̂
(s)
k |ψ⟩ = |νk|2 represents the number

of free gravitons in a state |ψ⟩ in a comoving volume
V ≡ (2π)3δ(0) at τ .

Let us write the graviton operator at τ1,2 with respect
to Eq. (13):

ĥ
(si)
ki

(τi) = uki(τi, τ)d̂
(si)
ki

+ u∗ki(τi, τ)d̂
(si)†
−ki

. (14)

Note that u is the mode function at τi with respect to
the instantaneous operators at τ . This unusual conven-
tion is used to subtract vacuum stimulated emission con-
sistently. We evaluate the cosmological counterpart of
Eq. (3) with the following remarks:

1. The trace of χ̂ is taken in a local frame where ĥij
vanishes. Then we take the trace in |ψ⟩ in a global
frame.

2. Typical χ fields are well-inside the horizon, β ≪ τi.

3. The graviton momentum k is small enough com-
pared to the radiation temperature, i.e., kβ ≪ 1.

4. The vacuum stimulated emission is subtracted by
d̂d̂† → d̂†d̂, since it does not depend on |ψ⟩.

Then, after careful treatment to the polarization indices
and momentum integration, we find

Tr

[
ϱ̂
N̂

(s)
stim,k

V

]
= 2Re

[
λk|νk|2 + σkµ

∗
kν

∗
k

]
, (15)

λk ≡ 4i

∫ τ

dτ2

∫ τ

τ2

dτ1 uk(τ2, τ)u
∗
k(τ1, τ)

X(τ1, τ2)

M2
pl

, (16)

σk ≡ 4i

∫ τ

dτ2

∫ τ

τ2

dτ1 u
∗
k(τ2, τ)u

∗
k(τ1, τ)

X(τ1, τ2)

M2
pl

, (17)

where we rearrange the order of integration in time and
introduce

X(τ1, τ2) ≡
1

15π2

[
− 3

8∆τ5
+ csch5

(
2π∆τ

β

)
×π

5

β5

(
11 cosh

(
2π∆τ

β

)
+ cosh

(
6π∆τ

β

))]
, (18)

which serves as a window function that peaks for ∆τ =
τ1 − τ2 ∼ β/(2π) (See Ref. [7] for the shape of the win-
dow). We neglected the zero-temperature component
when deriving Eq. (18). As usual, the vacuum contri-
bution may contain divergences, but these are distinct
from finite-temperature effects, as the renormalization of
physical constants at zero temperature is independent of
the physics at finite temperature [9]. The divergence for
the finite-temperature part is avoided here because the
thermal distribution suppresses contributions from high
and low momentum modes. Since X is a window for
a short interval τ2 ≲ τ1 ≲ τ2 + β/2π, we can assume
that the graviton mode functions are approximately con-
stant over this interval. This approximation allows us
to carry out the τ1 integration straightforwardly. In the
high-temperature limit, β/τ ≪ 1, we find

lim
β/τ→0

∫ τ

τ2

dτ1X(τ1, τ2) =
π2

450β4
. (19)

The significance of stimulated emission in each frequency
bin is characterized by the ratio of Eq. (15) and the free
graviton number:

rk ≡ 2Re

[
λk +

σ∗
kµkνk
|νk|2

]
. (20)

Let us evaluate cosmological stimulated emission in a
thermal radiation background realized by the χ field. The
Bogoliubov coefficients for the squeezed vacuum state
gravitons during radiation dominance after inflation are

|νk|2 =
1

8k6τ2τ4R

[
2k4τ4R + 2k2τ2

+ sin
(
2k(τ − τR)

)(
4k3ττ2R − 2kτ + 2kτR

)
+ cos

(
2k(τ − τR)

)(
4k2τR(τR − τ)− 1

)
+ 1

]
, (21)

µkνk =
1

8k6τ2τ4R

[
− i(2kτ − i)

(
2k4τ4R + 1

)
+ cos

(
2k(τ − τR)

)(
4k4τ2τ2R + 4ik3ττR(τ − τR)

− 2k2(τ − τR)
2 + 2ikτ + 1

)
+ sin

(
2k(τ − τR)

)(
− 2kτR + 2kτ(1− ikτR)
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+ 2ikτ2R(kτ − i)
)]
, (22)

where τR is the reheating time, and instantaneous reheat-
ing is considered. The positive frequency mode function
in Eq. (14), with scale factor a(τ) = τ/(Hτ2R), is given
by

uk(τ1, τ) =
Hτ2R

(
sin(k(τ1 − τ)) + kτe−ik(τ1−τ)

)
√
2k3/2ττ1

. (23)

Here, H is the inflationary Hubble parameter, as instan-
taneous reheating is assumed. With this setup, we eval-
uate Eqs. (16) and (17). In the high-temperature limit
β/τ ≪ 1, we find Re[λk] ∼ −H2π3τ3R/(450M

2
plβ

3) < 0.

The factor H2/M2
pl relates to the undetermined am-

plitude of primordial gravitational waves, whose upper
bound is O(10−5) [10]. On the other hand, τ4R/β

4 =
ργ(τR)/H

4 is large, as thermal photons are well subhori-
zon even at reheating time. From the Friedmann equa-
tion, 3M2

plH
2 = ργ(τR), we find τ

4
R/β

4 = 90M2
pl/(π

2H2),
assuming the radiation is dominated by χ. Thus, rk =
O(

√
H/Mpl) < 0, which indicates a small absorption

effect when evaluated on graviton number eigenstates.
This rk < 0 result is expected, as population inversion
does not occur in χ’s distribution.
For a squeezed vacuum state, rk also depends on σ. In-

terestingly, we found rk > 0 including a squeezed vacuum
state, which is unexpected without population inversion
in χ. Here, we may interpret that population inversion
occurs in the graviton sector instead of χ, due to the
graviton squeezed vacuum state, as it includes excited
states with respect to the instantaneous vacuum. We de-
rived an analytic expression for rk in the present setup,
but it is tedious, so we omit the full expression here. In-
stead, we present asymptotic formulas for subhorizon and
superhorizon limits.

The asymptotic formula in the subhorizon limit is

lim
kτ→∞

rk =
8π2

5
(1− γE − ln (2kτR)) , (24)

where γE = 0.577216 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.
Note that M2

pl in the denominator is canceled by using
the Friedmann equation, and thus, the Planck mass sup-
pression diappears. Note that kτR → 0 is taken before
the limit in Eq. (24) to account for the graviton modes
reentering the horizon after reheating. The spectral in-
dex is given by

nr ≡
d ln rk
d ln k

=
1

−1 + γE + ln(2kτR)
. (25)

For successful inflation, the e-folding number is typically
50 to 60, which implies ln kτR ≳ −60, and then nr ≲
−0.016.

For IR graviton modes during radiation dominance,
the oscillatory feature in the Bogoliubov coefficients dis-

appears, and rk simplifies to

lim
kτ→0

rk =
8

5

[
ln

(
τ

τR

)
− 2

3

(
1− τR

τ

)(
2 +

τ3R
τ3

)]
. (26)

Similar effects were also discussed for the graviton power
spectrum of ĥ in Refs. [7, 11–13], whereas rk in this letter
is a correction to the graviton number. The log factor
found in Ref. [7] coincides with

lim
kτ→0

Re[σ] =
4

5

(
ln

(
τ

τR

)
− 1 +

τR
τ

)
, (27)

which implies that the power spectra of both ĥ and π̂
evolve, and the sum of them determines the stimulated
emission. The secular logarithmic growth of IR cosmo-
logical perturbation is also reported in the presence of
primordial magnetic fields and massive neutrinos [14, 15].
The similarity of our effect may suggest that the stimu-
lated emission in IR modes is due to effective anisotropic
stress.
The large stimulated emission observed at 1-loop order

suggests a breakdown in the perturbative approach, an
issue commonly encountered in thermal field theory [16],
which would need to be incorporated into a more com-
prehensive analysis to be addressed in future work. The
ln a dependence of cosmological loop corrections is also
discussed in a more general context in Ref. [17], which
suggests the n-th order loop correction is (ln a)n.
The stimulated emission rate rk is integrated into the

observable as follows. The number operator determines
the inflationary graviton energy density:

ρGW =
1

a4V

∫
d3k

(2π)3
k
∑
s

⟨ψ|N̂s
k|ψ⟩. (28)

The commonly used k-space graviton energy fraction
ρGW/ρtot =

∫
d ln kΩGW(k), where ρtot is the energy

density of χ in the present case. Then, Ωstim
GW = rkΩ

free
GW,

so that rk can be directly observed in measurements of
the stochastic gravitational wave background.

This analysis includes several simplifying assumptions,
which effectively capture the primary physical implica-
tions for an initial study. Specifically, thermal radiation
is modeled by a massless free scalar field with an initial
thermal distribution, neglecting any self-interactions of
χ. A more realistic treatment, involving Standard Model
fields, would introduce characteristic diffusion scales from
various interactions. In our setup, the mean free path
(MFP) of the free scalar field is effectively infinite, mean-
ing that the hydrodynamic description does not apply.
Nevertheless, this approach successfully reproduces the
radiation equation of state, which is sufficient for model-
ing the radiation background. Notably, the infinite MFP
is unlikely to impact our results substantially. Since stim-
ulated emission occurs over an extremely short interval,
∆τ ∼ β, which is the fastest timescale in the problem,
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the MFP for any interaction process should be longer
than β. We also note that cosmological neutrinos, after
decoupling, are well described by a massless free particle
with an initial thermal distribution, similar to our setup.
Here, we ignore the tensor perturbation in β, which mod-
ifies the linear solution and results in a damping effect in
tensor modes [18], which may compensate the present
enhancement.

The stimulated emission, especially for the super-
horizon graviton enhancement, may seem counterintu-
itive. Our calculations employ the in-in formalism, en-
suring rigorous time ordering of operators, which does
not imply a violation of causality. The scalar field is
distributed across the universe and interacts coherently
with the existing gravitons. In fact, we find a similar ef-
fect in a Minkowski background, where the concept of a
horizon does not exist. In a Minkowski background, with
a = 1, the positive frequency mode function in Eq. (14)
is given by uk(τ1, τ) = e−ik(τ1−τ)/

√
2k. Let us evalu-

ate Eqs. (16) and (17) under this setup. We then obtain
Re[λk] = −π3τ/(450M2

plβ
3) < 0, and

σk =
π2τ2

225M2
plβ

4

(
sin2(kτ)

k2τ2
+

i

kτ

sin(2kτ)

2kτ

)
. (29)

Further details depend on the configuration of the gravi-
ton squeezed vacuum state. For IR modes, suppose
µkνk = c1(1 + ikτc2 + O(k2τ2)) and |νk|2 = c1(1 +
O(k2τ2)). Then, one finds a scale-invariant correction:

rk ≃ π2τ2(1 + c2)

225M2
plβ

4
. (30)

If 1/(2τ) is identified with the Hubble parameter, we re-
produce the Mpl cancellation in the radiation-dominated
universe.

As described above, there are various issues that need
to be considered more carefully. However, assuming the
effect is real, it has tremendous implications for cosmo-
logical observations. The amplitudes of primordial per-
turbations are directly related to the size of the slow-roll
parameter and the inflationary Hubble scale [10]. The
present constraints on the primordial gravitational wave
amplitude become effectively stronger, provided that the
net stimulated emission is positive and vice versa. Cos-
mological stimulated emission could be of interest for
ground-based gravitational wave measurements, such as
LIGO/Virgo [19]. Hereafter we set a = 1. The observable
gravitational wave frequency is typically O(100)Hz, so
k ∼ O(1)m−1 ∼ 10−34Mpl. In Eq. (30), the temperature
scale realized in a ground-based laboratory is limited,
but τ in Planck time is enormous. Suppose kτ ≲ 0.1,
i.e., τ ≲ 1033M−1

pl , which implies

rk ∼ (1 + c2)
( τ

0.1m

)2
(

β−1

56GeV

)4

. (31)

Thus, with radiation at β−1 ≫ O(10)GeV, cosmological
stimulated emission could be efficient if c2 ≳ 0. This
mechanism may serve as a means to amplify gravita-
tional wave signals without altering the waveform. Such
an energy scale is extremely high but not inaccessible
to humanity compared to the Planck scale, as the Large
Hadron Collider reaches 7 TeV. While we cannot con-
clude quantitatively at this stage, investigating cosmo-
logical stimulated emission will be crucial in the coming
decades.
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