
YITP-25-001, IPMU25-0002

IPM/P-2024/51

Prepared for submission to JCAP

Cosmological Perturbation Theory
with Trinity of Scalar Fields

Amjad Ashoorioona, Shinji Mukohyamab,c, Kazem Rezazadeha, and
Navid Talebizadeha

aSchool of Physics, The Institute for Research in Fundamental Sciences (IPM)
P.O. Box 19395-5531, Tehran, Iran
b2Center for Gravitational Physics and Quantum Information, Yukawa Institute for Theoretical
Physics,
Kyoto University, 606-8502, Kyoto, Japan
c Kavli Institute for the Physics and Mathematics of the Universe (WPI),
The University of Tokyo Institutes for Advanced Study, The University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba
277-8583, Japan

E-mail: amjad@ipm.ir, shinji.mukohyama@yukawa.kyoto-u.ac.jp, rezazadeh86@gmail.com,
navidtalebizadeh@ipm.ir

Abstract. This paper explicitly develops the three-field cosmological perturbation theory with a flat
field space. We solve the background and perturbation equations numerically for three different cases.
First, to check the consistency of the three-field formalism, we investigate an effective two-field model
motivated by the two-block case of the multi-giant vacua matrix Inflation model. Then we investigate
a completely three-field case without any direct interaction between different fields, and finally, a
three-field case containing direct interactions. The power spectra of the curvature perturbations in all
cases are computed numerically, and the effects of rapid turn in the power spectrum are highlighted.
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1 Introduction

The inflationary paradigm has become an essential part of modern cosmology, providing a compelling
explanation for the observed large-scale homogeneity and isotropy of the universe, and also a mech-
anism for explaining the origin of the small anisotropies observed in the temperature fluctuations in
the cosmic microwave background (CMB). Inflation also provides phenomenological predictions that
could be tested by current and future experiments. For instance, the fact that inflation produces a red
scalar power spectrum is expected from the fact that inflation has ended. This is compatible with the
latest result of the Planck 2018 experiment which determines ns = 0.9649 ± 0.0042 [1]. Inflationary
models naturally produce gravitational waves (GW), whose amplitude however depends on the scale
of inflation, and hence, may be unobservable if the scale of inflation is too low. Although inflation
was not designed to explain the origin of primordial black holes (PBH), they can be used to explain
the fluctuating modes with large amplitudes needed to explain the origin of PBHs. An inflationary
epoch can also act like a very high energy lab that can provide us with deeper insights about the
species with masses around the inflationary Hubble parameter [2].

Inflation is a paradigm and there are a plethora of models which can give the desired behavior
for the early evolution of the universe. The simplest models of inflation are the single-field models.
They successfully fulfill the current observational constraints, most of which come from the CMB
data [1, 3]. The single scalar degree of freedom (DoF) during inflation can be explained from the
effective field theory point of view [4, 5], in which one expects a goldstone boson from the breaking of
the time translation symmetry [6, 7]. Nonetheless, there are some phenomenological and theoretical
motivations to think about more complicated models that involve more than one field.

Single field models predict the spectrum of perturbations to be nearly gaussian, f loc
NL

∼ O(0.01).
However, current available observations do not exclude the possibility of having larger non-gaussianities,
e.g. from the Planck 2018 experiment [8], we have f loc

NL
= −0.9±5.1. Future observations may severely

constrain the non-gaussianity [9, 10]. Multi-field models of inflation are one of the candidates that can
produce non-gaussianities in the primordial spectra. Another phenomenological motivation is related
to the enhancement of the scalar power spectrum on scales smaller than the observed scales, e.g. in
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CMB [11–13]. These enhancements can in turn lead to other observable phenomena, e.g. PBH pro-
duction [14], which may fully or partly contribute to the dark matter content of the universe [15–17],
and also the production of the second order GWs [18, 19]. Some mechanisms have been introduced
which can enhance the scalar power spectrum on relevant scales e.g. excited states [20], resonant
amplification [21], having different dispersion relation [13] and, phase transition[22]. Another possible
mechanism to enhance the power spectrum is to have sharp turns in the field trajectory in multi-field
inflationary models (See e.g. [23, 24]). Having turns in the trajectory of the field space, also known
as the non-geodesic trajectory in the literature, can also cause some other interesting phenomena,
e.g. generation of derivative interactions between the adiabatic and non-adiabatic modes [25–27], and
particle production due to the non-gravitational interactions arising from the non-geodesic motion in
the field space [28].

Multiple-field models of inflation also have some dynamical properties that are absent in the
single-field models, the most significant of which is the appearance of isocurvature perturbations.
The presence of isocurvature modes can alter the overall curvature perturbation during inflation,
which in turn can make a detectable non-gaussianity. There would also be some residual isocurvature
fluctuation which can be correlated to the curvature perturbations [29]. In this sense, detection
of primordial isocurvature perturbations would be a sign for more complicated models of inflation.
However, there are some observational constraints on the isocurvature modes in the early radiation
dominated era, the most important of which arises from CMB anisotropies. Structure of acoustic
peaks for pure isocurvature, and pure adiabatic initial condition of perturbation is a very distinctive
feature. Detection of the first acoustic peak at l ≃ 220 ruled out a pure isocurvature mode as a sole
source of perturbations [30]. However, presence of a subdominant isocurvature contribution is not still
ruled out. Degrees of freedom other than the inflaton can also produce the primordial perturbations,
the most well-known scenario of which is the curvaton model [31]. There are also some theoretical
motivations for inflationary models with more than one scalar field. From the perspective of UV
physics, existing multiple scalar fields is a natural expectation. In supergravity and stringy models
there exists a plethora of scalar moduli fields(See e.g. [32–44]), and in theories that gravity propagates
in extra-dimensions, infinite series of particles arises from the extra dimension and the inflaton field can
mix with these fields through the coupling to the higher-dimensional Ricci scalar. Another theoretical
motivation comes from the swampland conjectures [45–48], which although still under debate, put
constraints on the parameters of low-energy models which possess a UV completion in string theory,
and from these constraints having multiple fields in the inflationary model is motivated [49].

So far several more-than-one field inflationary scenarios have been proposed, most of which are
two-field models, e.g. assisted inflation models [50], N-flation [51], and curvaton models[31]. General
formalisms of multi-field dynamics, in both the background and perturbation level, have also been
developed[25, 27, 52], and the two-field case has been studied carefully [53, 54]. More-than-two-field
models are also studied from different points of view, e.g. in the context of EFT of inflation [55],
or investigating the resulting GW background [56, 57]. A general multiple-field model has also been
introduced in [42, 43], which is called Matrix-Inflation (M-flation). In this model, which is inspired
by string theory and D-brane dynamics, the inflaton fields were taken to be matrix-valued objects. It
is shown that this model can be reduced to a standard single or multiple-field model at the classical
level, however depending on the matrix dimension, there could be many isocurvature modes with a
specific mass spectrum at the quantum level.

The dynamics of different DoFs during the inflation depend on their masses. The lightness and
heaviness of the modes in this context are determined compared to the Hubble parameter. Therefore,
typically we have three classes of modes which are light modes, m < H, heavy modes, m > H,
and, modes which have masses at the order of Hubble parameters, m ∼ H, we call them medium
mass modes. Usually the light modes are the ones that drive inflation. Heavy modes usually do
not contribute to the inflationary dynamics, since the amplitude of their quantum perturbations
decay exponentially after exiting the horizon. Effects of existing medium mass modes beside the
light inflaton mode is investigated in the quasi-single field model [58]. Having three types of DoFs
according to their masses shows that a three-field model can be a typical case that can potentially
include all different type of modes. Three-field inflationary models are also shown to have some
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unique properties, different from the two field case, and more similar to more-than-three-field models,
enabling a more direct generalization to N -field models with N > 3 [56, 57].

In this paper, we are going to develop the three-field scenario explicitly and investigate the
background and perturbative regime by solving the equations numerically for some different cases,
highlighting the effect of rapid turns in the field trajectory. For simplicity, we do not consider the
curved field space in this work. We plan to investigate the non-flat field space case in future. In section
2, we construct the basic formulation of the background dynamics. We develop the perturbative regime
in section 3, and show how to obtain equations in kinematic basis which characterize the adiabatic
and isocurvature modes. We solved the background and perturbative equations for three different
cases numerically, and the results are shown in section 4. The first case is an effectively two-field
model, inspired from the two-block M-flationary scenario. The second case is a completely three-field
case, in which the field have only self-interactions. The final case is a three-field case where the fields
interact with each other too. The effect of the turns in background field trajectory is highlighted in
the three-field cases. Finally, we conclude the paper in section 5.

2 Three-Field Cosmological Perturbation Theory - Background Level

In this section, we are going to develop the three-field Cosmological Perturbation Theory (TFCPT).
As was mentioned in the introduction, in the construction of inflation within more fundamental
theories such as string theory, usually numerous fields are involved. Having multiple DoFs during
inflation can have observational effects which may be tested in the light of the upcoming experiments
observing GWs or CMB at smaller scales. In this sense, investigating the three-field case explicitly
would be a small but important step forward in understanding the possible multiple-field dynamics
of the inflationary era.

For simplicity, we consider the simplest scenario, consisting of three scalar fields with canonical
kinetic terms 1,

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
1

2
(∂µϕ)

2 +
1

2
(∂µχ)

2 +
1

2
(∂µσ)

2 + V (ϕ, χ, σ)

]
. (2.1)

The background equations of motion are

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+ V,ϕ = 0 , (2.2)

χ̈+ 3Hχ̇+ V,χ = 0 , (2.3)

σ̈ + 3Hσ̇ + V,σ = 0 , (2.4)

H2 =
1

3

[
V +

1

2
(ϕ̇2 + χ̇2 + σ̇2)

]
, (2.5)

in which a dot denotes the derivative with respect to the cosmic time. We set the reduced Planck
mass, MP ≡ 1

8πG to 1. By solving these coupled equations, the background trajectory in the field
space is determined. We are going to solve these coupled equations numerically with respect to Ne, the
number of e-folds before the end of inflation. Our convention for the number of e-folds is dNe = Hdt.
We will follow the evolution from 80 e-folds before the end of inflation, Ne = −80, to the end of
inflation at Ne = 0, and show the results for the last 60 e-folds from Ne = −60 to Ne = 0.

For an arbitrary quantity, A, we have the relation

Ȧ = HA′, (2.6)

1Generally, kinetic terms of the fields can be characterized by a metric for field space. As an example, the field space
metric shows up when the fields are non-minimally coupled to the gravitational sector. By a conformal transformation,
the coupling will become minimal again but the kinetic terms will be non-canonical and can be described by a metric on
the field space [59]. Considering the UV-complete theory of the inflation, for example in the String theory framework,
would also induce a non-flat metric for the field space.
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where prime is the derivative with respect to Ne. The background equations (2.2 - 2.5) with respect
to Ne will be

ϕ′′ + (3 +
H ′

H
)ϕ′ +

V,ϕ

H2
= 0 , (2.7)

χ′′ + (3 +
H ′

H
)χ′ +

V,χ

H2
= 0 , (2.8)

σ′′ + (3 +
H ′

H
)σ′ +

V,σ

H2
= 0 , (2.9)

H2 =
1

3

[
V +

H2

2
(ϕ′2 + χ′2 + σ′2)

]
. (2.10)

3 Three-Field Cosmological Perturbation Theory - Perturbative Level

After solving the background equations and having the background trajectory, we are now going to
discuss the linear perturbation regime of the 3-field model. In [55], the authors have developed the
perturbative level of a three-field case by introducing a goldstone boson as the fluctuation along the
direction of broken time translational symmetry. They adopted the ADM metric and wrote the full
action. Then by applying the constraint equations and considering the decoupling limit, equations of
motion for the fluctuations at the linear regime were obtained. In this paper, however, we obtain the
E.O.Ms, for the Mukhanov-Sasaki variables at the linear regime without considering the decoupling
limit. We follow [54] and [26], and generalize them to the three-field case. Then, by solving the
equations numerically, the desired observables will be calculated.

For simplicity, we work in the longitudinal gauge and in the absence of anisotropic stress 2. The
perturbed metric is

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + a2(t)(1− 2Φ)dx⃗2 . (3.1)

Perturbation of the fields are

ϕ(t) → ϕ(t) + δϕ(x⃗, t) , (3.2)

χ(t) → χ(t) + δχ(x⃗, t) , (3.3)

σ(t) → σ(t) + δσ(x⃗, t) . (3.4)

We are interested in the perturbation equations of Mukhanov-Sasaki variables defined as

Qϕ = δϕ+
ϕ̇

H
Φ , (3.5)

Qχ = δχ+
χ̇

H
Φ , (3.6)

Qσ = δσ +
σ̇

H
Φ . (3.7)

Working in the Fourier space, and from equations (2.2)-(2.4), Mukhanov-Sasaki variables satisfy the

2Although for more than one scalar field the energy-momentum tensor is not of the perfect fluid form to all orders
in perturbations, it can be shown that to first order the anisotropic inertia vanishes (See [60] p.499).
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following linear order equations,

Q̈ϕ + 3HQ̇ϕ +
k2

a2
Qϕ +

[
V,ϕϕ − 1

a3M2
p

(
a3

H
ϕ̇2

).]
Qϕ +

[
V,ϕχ − 1

a3M2
p

(
a3

H
ϕ̇χ̇

).]
Qχ

+
[
V,ϕσ − 1

a3M2
p

(
a3

H
ϕ̇σ̇

).]
Qσ = 0 , (3.8)

Q̈χ + 3HQ̇χ +
k2

a2
Qχ +

[
V,χχ − 1

a3M2
p

(
a3

H
χ̇2

).]
Qχ +

[
V,χϕ − 1

a3M2
p

(
a3

H
χ̇ϕ̇

).]
Qϕ

+
[
V,χσ − 1

a3M2
p

(
a3

H
χ̇σ̇

).]
Qσ = 0 , (3.9)

Q̈σ + 3HQ̇σ +
k2

a2
Qσ +

[
V,σσ − 1

a3M2
p

(
a3

H
σ̇2

).]
Qσ +

[
V,σϕ − 1

a3M2
p

(
a3

H
σ̇ϕ̇

).]
Qϕ

+
[
V,σχ − 1

a3M2
p

(
a3

H
σ̇χ̇

).]
Qχ = 0 , (3.10)

where k = 2πa
λ is the comoving wavenumber of the mode with physical wavelength λ, ()

. ≡ d
dt (), and

V,a ≡ ∂V
∂a , V,ab ≡ ∂2V

∂a∂b . We define

CIJ ≡ V,IJ − 1

a3M2
p

(
a3

H
İJ̇

).

, (3.11)

where I and J can be each of our fields. The set of equations can be then written as

Q̈ϕ + 3HQ̇ϕ +

(
k2

a2
+ Cϕϕ

)
Qϕ + CϕχQχ + CϕσQσ = 0 , (3.12)

Q̈χ + 3HQ̇ϕ +

(
k2

a2
+ Cχχ

)
Qχ + CχϕQϕ + CχσQσ = 0 , (3.13)

Q̈σ + 3HQ̇σ +

(
k2

a2
+ Cσσ

)
Qσ + CσϕQϕ + CσχQχ = 0 , (3.14)

where

Cϕϕ = V,ϕϕ +
3ϕ̇2

M2
p

+
2ϕ̇Vϕ

M2
pH

− ϕ̇2(ϕ̇2 + χ̇2 + σ̇2)

2M4
pH

2
, (3.15)

Cχχ = V,χχ +
3χ̇2

M2
p

+
2χ̇Vχ

M2
pH

− χ̇2(ϕ̇2 + χ̇2 + σ̇2)

2M4
pH

2
, (3.16)

Cσσ = V,σσ +
3σ̇2

M2
p

+
2σ̇Vσ

M2
pH

− σ̇2(ϕ̇2 + χ̇2 + σ̇2)

2M4
pH

2
, (3.17)

Cϕχ = V,ϕχ +
3ϕ̇χ̇

M2
p

+
ϕ̇Vχ + χ̇Vϕ

M2
pH

− ϕ̇χ̇(ϕ̇2 + χ̇2 + σ̇2)

2M4
pH

2
= Cχϕ , (3.18)

Cϕσ = V,ϕσ +
3ϕ̇σ̇

M2
p

+
ϕ̇Vσ + σ̇Vϕ

M2
pH

− ϕ̇σ̇(ϕ̇2 + χ̇2 + σ̇2)

2M4
pH

2
= Cσϕ , (3.19)

Cχσ = V,χσ +
3χ̇σ̇

M2
p

+
χ̇Vσ + σ̇Vχ

M2
pH

− χ̇σ̇(ϕ̇2 + χ̇2 + σ̇2)

2M4
pH

2
= Cσχ . (3.20)

3.1 Curvature and isocurvature directions

It turns out to be more useful to investigate perturbations in an instantaneous basis, (l̂, ŝ1, ŝ2), usually
called the kinematic basis, that captures the curvature and isocurvature perturbations. The curvature
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ɸ χ

σ

ෝ𝑠1

ෝ𝑠2

መ𝑙

Figure 1. The instantaneous basis (l̂, ŝ1, ŝ2) is defined at each point of the trajectory. l̂ is along the field
trajectory which captures the curvature perturbation and ŝ1, ŝ2 are orthogonal to l̂ and capture the two
isocurvature modes.

perturbations are later transformed into the temperature fluctuations in CMB. However, the fluctua-
tions orthogonal to the background trajectory can affect the relative density between different matter
components even if the total density, and therefore the spatial curvature is unperturbed [61].

In this basis, l̂ is always along the background trajectory, and ŝ1, ŝ2 are orthogonal to it in the
field space, see figure 1. The line element of the field trajectory is

dl2 = dϕ2 + dχ2 + dσ2 (3.21)

and,
l̇2 = ϕ̇2 + χ̇2 + σ̇2 , (3.22)

cosβ ≡ dσ

dl
, (3.23)

sinβ ≡
√
dϕ2 + dχ2

dl
, (3.24)

cosα ≡ dϕ√
dϕ2 + dχ2

, (3.25)

sinα ≡ dχ√
dϕ2 + dχ2

. (3.26)

where β is the angle between dl and the σ̂ axis, and α is the angle between the projection of dl on
ϕ− χ plane and the ϕ̂ axis, see figure 2. We also have

l̇ = ϕ̇ cosα sinβ + χ̇ sinα sinβ + σ̇ cosβ. (3.27)

The kinematic basis directions can be defined as the following

l̂a =
ϕ̇a

l̇
, ŝa1 =

l̇a√
δab l̇a l̇b

, ŝa2 = δabϵbcd l̂
cŝd1, (3.28)
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ɸ

χ

σ

β

α

Figure 2. The two angles, α, β characterize the instantaneous basis at each point. β is the angle between
the trajectory direction and σ-axis, and α is the angle between the projection of l̂ to the ϕ-χ plane and the
ϕ-axis.

where ϕa ∈ {ϕ, χ, σ}, and δab is the Euclidean metric of the field space, since we assumed a flat field
space. We can project the equation of motion of the fields, Eqs. (2.2) - (2.4), in the direction of the
kinematic basis,

l̈ + 3Hl̇ + V,l = 0, (3.29)

ŝ1a ϕ̈
a + V,s1 = 0, (3.30)

ŝ2aϕ̈a + V,s2 = 0, (3.31)

where V,l = l̂aV,a, V,s1 = ŝa1V,a, and V,s2 = ŝa2V,a. We also define a useful quantity, which is usually
called the covariant field acceleration in the literature,

ηa =
ϕ̈a

Hl̇
. (3.32)

It can be decomposed to kinematic basis components:

l̂aη
a = η|| =

ϕ̇aϕ̈
a

Hl̇2
=

l̈

Hl̇
(3.33)

ŝ1aη
a = η⊥1 =

s1aϕ̈
a

Hl̇
= −V,s1

Hl̇
(3.34)

ŝ2aη
a = η⊥2 =

s2aϕ̈
a

Hl̇
= −V,s2

Hl̇
(3.35)

As it is obvious η⊥1 and η⊥2 characterize the turning rate of the field trajectory in comparison with
the Hubble rate. In this sense when these quantities are larger than unity, the trajectory is undergoing
a rapid turn.

To derive the perturbation equations in this basis, we should have a rotation matrix, M, by
which at each point on the field trajectory we can transform (dϕ, dχ, dσ) to (dl, ds1, ds2), and also
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transform Mukhanov-Sasaki variables Qϕ, Qχ, Qσ to Ql, δs1, δs2, dl
ds1
ds2

 = M

dϕ
dχ
dσ

 , (3.36)

Ql

δs1
δs2

 = M

Qϕ

Qχ

Qσ

 . (3.37)

Ql is defined as

Ql = δl +
l̇

H
Φ , (3.38)

and, in the comoving gauge, it is directly related to the three-dimensional curvature of the constant
time spacelike slices, R,

R ≡ H

l̇
Ql . (3.39)

δs1 and δs2 are called the isocurvature perturbations and are gauge invariant. Analogous to R, we
can define entropy perturbations from the isocurvature perturbations as

S1 ≡ H

l̇
δsl, (3.40)

S2 ≡ H

l̇
δs2. (3.41)

Matrix M is just a regular rotation matrix in the three dimensional space which is parameterized
by three parameters. Here we only have two parameters α and β. The third parameter sets the
orientation of the (ŝ1, ŝ2) plane. We make the assumption of ’minimal basis rotation’, which means

that we consider only the minimum number of rotations required to put the ϕ̂ axis along that of l̂:
first a rotation around σ̂-axis with angle α then a rotation with angle π

2 −β around the rotated χ̂-axis.
Given these specifications, the rotation matrix to the (dl, ds1, ds2) basis will be

M =

 cos
(
π
2 − β

)
0 sin

(
π
2 − β

)
0 1 0

− sin
(
π
2 − β

)
0 cos

(
π
2 − β

)
 cosα sinα 0

− sinα cosα 0
0 0 1


=

 sinβ cosα sinβ sinα cosβ
− sinα cosα 0

− cosβ cosα − cosβ sinα sinβ

 . (3.42)

M is orthogonal, therefore

M−1 = MT =

sinβ cosα − sinα − cosβ cosα
sinβ sinα cosα − cosβ sinα

cosβ 0 sinβ

 . (3.43)

Now we are going to write equations (3.12-3.14) in terms of the new variables. First, we can write
them in the matrix form

d2

dt2

Qϕ

Qχ

Qσ

+ 3H
d

dt

Qϕ

Qχ

Qσ

+N

Qϕ

Qχ

Qσ

 = 0, (3.44)

where

N =

k2

a2 + Cϕϕ Cϕχ Cϕσ

Cχϕ
k2

a2 + Cχχ Cχσ

Cσϕ Cσχ
k2

a2 + Cσσ

 . (3.45)
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Using the inverse transformation of (3.37), we can write (3.44) as

d2

dt2
[M−1

Ql

δs1
δs2

] + 3H
d

dt
[M−1

Ql

δs1
δs2

] +N [M−1

Ql

δs1
δs2

] = 0 , (3.46)

which becomes

d2

dt2

Ql

δs1
δs2

+[2M d

dt
M−1+3H]

d

dt

Ql

δs1
δs2

+M[
d2

dt2
M−1+3H

d

dt
M−1+NM−1]

Ql

δs1
δs2

 = 0 . (3.47)

Using the following relations, which can be easily confirmed,

β̇ =
V,s2

l̇
, (3.48)

α̇ = − V,s1

l̇ sinβ
, (3.49)

cotβ =
σ̇√

ϕ̇2 + χ̇2

(3.50)

and, by some long algebra, the coefficients of the second and the third terms of (3.47) can be worked
out

2M d

dt
M−1 + 3H =

 3H 2
V,s1

l̇
2
V,s2

l̇

−2
V,s1

l̇
3H 2

V,s1

l̇
cotβ

−2
V,s2

l̇
−2

V,s1

l̇
cotβ 3H

 , (3.51)

and,

M[
d2

dt2
M−1 + 3H

d

dt
M−1 +NM−1] =

k2

a2 + Cll Cls1 Cls2

Cs1l
k2

a2 + Cs1s1 Cs1s2

Cs2l Cs2s1
k2

a2 + Cs2s2

 , (3.52)

where

Cll = V,ll −
l̇4

2H2
+ 3l̇2 +

2V,l l̇

H
−

V 2
,s1 + V 2

,s2

l̇2
, (3.53)

Cs1s1 = V,s1s1 −
V 2
,s1 csc

2 β

l̇2
, (3.54)

Cs2s2 = V,s2s2 −
V 2
,s1 cot

2 β + V 2
,s2

l̇2
, (3.55)

Cls1 = 2V,ls1 +
V,s1 l̇

H
+

6HV,s1

l̇
+

2V,lV,s1 − 2V,s1V,s2 cotβ

l̇2
, (3.56)

Cls2 = 2V,ls2 +
V,s2 l̇

H
+

6HV,s2

l̇
+

2VlV,s2 + (V 2
,s1 − V 2

,s2) cotβ

l̇2
, (3.57)

Cs1l =
V,s1 l̇

H
− 6HV,s1

l̇
− 2VlV,s1

l̇2
, (3.58)

Cs2l = − cotβV,ll +
V,s2 l̇

H
− 6HV,s2

l̇
−

2VlV,s2 − (V 2
,s1 + V 2

,s2) cotβ

l̇2
, (3.59)

Cs1s2 = V,s1s2 + cotβV,s1l +
6HV,s1 cotβ

l̇
+

2V,s1(Vl cotβ − V,s2 csc
2 β)

l̇2
, (3.60)

Cs2s1 = V,s2s1 − cotβV,s1l −
6HV,s1 cotβ

l̇
− 2V,s1(Vl cotβ − V,s2 cot

2 β)

l̇2
. (3.61)
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Therefore, the linear perturbation equations for the Mukhanov-Sasaki variables will be 3

Q̈l + 3HQ̇l +

(
k2

a2
+ Cll

)
Ql + 2

V,s1

l̇
˙δs1 + 2

V,s2

l̇
˙δs2 + Cls1δs1 + Cls2δs2 = 0 , (3.62)

¨δs1 + 3H ˙δs1 +

(
k2

a2
+ Cs1s1

)
δs1 − 2

V,s1

l̇
Q̇l + 2

V,s1 cotβ

l̇
˙δs2 + Cs1lQl + Cs1s2δs2 = 0 , (3.63)

¨δs2 + 3H ˙δs2 +

(
k2

a2
+ Cs2s2

)
δs2 − 2

V,s2

l̇
Q̇l − 2

V,s1 cotβ

l̇
˙δs1 + Cs2lQl + Cs2s1δs1 = 0 . (3.64)

As it can be seen, these equations are in the most general form, by which we mean all of curvature
and isocurvature modes are coupled together. Couplings of different modes, in general, depend on
the derivatives of potential and the quantities defined in (3.53) - (3.61), all of which depend on the
background trajectory.

3.2 Observables

We are interested in power spectrum of the curvature and isocurvature modes, PR, PS1 , and PS2 .
We solve equations (3.62) - (3.64) numerically around the background trajectory. Then, using (3.39)
- (3.41) the power spectrums can be obtained from

PR =
k3i
2π2

|R|2 , (3.65)

PS1
=

k3i
2π2

|S1|2 , (3.66)

PS2 =
k3i
2π2

|S2|2 , (3.67)

where ki is a specific k for which we are interested in, which in our case is just the modes that exit
the horizon after 60 e-folds before the end of inflation. The ones that exit the horizon between 60 to
50 e-folds before the end of inflation correspond to the CMB scales. Another quantity which would
be useful is the correlation between these different modes, defined as

CRS1
=

k3i
2π2

RS†
1 , (3.68)

CRS2
=

k3i
2π2

RS†
2 , (3.69)

CS1S2 =
k3i
2π2

S1S†
2 . (3.70)

An important point which should be considered for solving the equations (3.62) - (3.64) is the way we
set the initial conditions. The first approach that comes to mind is assigning the Bunch-Davis (BD)
initial condition to all curvature and isocurvature modes simultaneously and solving the equations
numerically. However, to take into account the statistical independence of the adiabatic and the
isocurvature perturbations deep inside the Hubble radius, the correct way to proceed is to solve the
equations three times, each time setting only one of the modes in the BD initial condition, setting the
rest equal to zero. For each initial condition we calculate the contribution to the two-point correlation
function then add them up to obtain the total two-point correlation functions.

The relative correlation coefficients, then are defined as

C̃ij =
|Cij |√
PiPj

, (3.71)

3We can reduce these three-field perturbative equations to the two field case, if we put for example σ in its minimum,
and therefore β = π

2
, and also set the derivatives of the potential w.r.t. s2 vanish. It can be shown that these reduced

equations are the same as the equations (34)-(35) in [54] in the flat field space limit.
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where, i, j ∈ {R,S1,S2}. The value of these quantities is between zero and one, and it indicates
to what extent the final curvature perturbations result from the interactions with the isocurvature
perturbations [54].

4 Results

In this section, we will solve the background and linear perturbative level equations for three different
cases. The first case is inspired by the M-flation model [42, 43], and is, in fact, a two-field case. By
investigating this case we intend to check the consistency of the three-field formulation in reducing to
the known two-field formalism. The second and third cases that we investigate numerically are, on
the other hand, the cases in which all the three DoFs are dynamical during inflation. In the second
case, different fields do not directly interact with each other, while in the third case direct interaction
between fields is also included.

4.1 Initial conditions

Equations of motions for the fields are second order, and each of them requires two boundary
conditions. We are going to set the initial conditions at 80 e-folds before the end of inflation,
Ne = Nei = −80, thus we can use the slow-roll approximation of ((2.2) - (2.5)) to set the initial
conditions for derivatives of the fields

ϕ(Nei) = ϕi , (4.1)

χ(Nei) = χi , (4.2)

σ(Nei) = σi , (4.3)

ϕ′(Nei) =
V,ϕ(ϕi, χi, σi)

3V (ϕi, χi, σi)
, (4.4)

χ′(Nei) =
V,χ(ϕi, χi, σi)

3V (ϕi, χi, σi)
, (4.5)

σ′(Nei) =
V,σ(ϕi, χi, σi)

3V (ϕi, χi, σi)
, (4.6)

where we used the slow roll approximation of (2.7)-(2.9). The initial condition for H is determined
from (2.10),

H(Nei) =

√
− 2V (ϕi, χi, σi)

ϕ
′2
i + χ

′2
i + σ

′2
i − 6

. (4.7)

After obtaining the background trajectory of the field space, solving equations (3.62)-(3.64), and us-
ing (3.65)-(3.70), we can obtain the power spectra of curvature and isocurvature modes, and also the
relative correlation function.

In the a → 0 limit, which correspond to Ne → −∞, k2

a2 will be the dominant term in (3.62)-
(3.64), and we can neglect other terms. This means that in that limit Ql, δs1 and δs2 are not coupled
with each other. Moreover, since orthogonal transformations in the field space preserve the canonical
kinetic term for Mukhanov-Sasaki variables, at that limit equations will become

Q′′
l +

(
k2 − a′′

a

)
Ql = 0, (4.8)

δs′′1 +
(
k2 − a′′

a

)
δs1 = 0, (4.9)

δs′′2 +
(
k2 − a′′

a

)
δs2 = 0, (4.10)
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where prime denotes differentiation w.r.t to the conformal time. These equations simply leads to
the Bunch-Davis vacuum that should be normalized by 1√

2k
to account for the Wronskian condition.

Therefore, by assuming that this argument holds with sufficiently good precision for Ne = −80, we
are allowed to choose the Bunch-Davis initial condition. We verified this assumption by explicitly
checking it out using the background value of the coefficients in the perturbative equations.

As already explained in subsection 3.2, we solve the linear perturbation equations three times,
each time setting only one of the modes in the BD initial condition, setting the rest equal to zero.
For each initial condition we calculate the contribution to the two-point correlation function then add
them up to obtain the total two-point correlation functions.

1.

Ql(Nei) =
1

a(Nei)
√
2k

, Q′
l(Nei) = − ik +H(Nei)a

′(Nei)

H(Nei)a(Nei)
2
√
2k

δs1(Nei) = 0 , δs′1(Nei) = 0

δs2(Nei) = 0 , δs′2(Nei) = 0

2.

Ql(Nei) = 0 , Q′
l(Nei) = 0

δs1(Nei) =
1

a(Nei)
√
2k

, δs′1(Nei) = − ik +H(Nei)a
′(Nei)

H(Nei)a(Nei)
2
√
2k

δs2(Nei) = 0 , δs′2(Nei) = 0

3.

Ql(Nei) = 0 , Q′
l(Nei) = 0

δs1(Nei) = 0 , δs′1(Nei) = 0

δs2(Nei) =
1

a(Nei)
√
2k

, δs′2(Nei) = − ik +H(Nei)a
′(Nei)

H(Nei)a(Nei)
2
√
2k

4.2 Two-Field Case

In this case, by putting the third field in the minimum of its potential manually, we have a two-field
model at the background level. This case is motivated by the two-block case of the Matrix Inflation
model [42–44, 62]. By investigating this case, we can also check if the three-field formulation correctly
reduces to the two-field one. Different fields do not directly interact each other, and therefore the
potential consists of the potential of each field,

V (ϕ, χ, σ) = Vϕ(ϕ) + Vχ(χ) + Vσ(σ). (4.11)

The potentials are chosen from one of the relevant cases in M-flation landscape [43],

Vϕ(ϕ) =
λϕ

4
ϕ2(ϕ2 − µϕ)

2 , (4.12)

Vχ(χ) =
λχ

4
χ2(χ2 − µχ)

2 , (4.13)

Vσ(σ) =
1

2
m σ2 . (4.14)

In [42], σ represents one of the uncorrelated isocurvature modes.
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Figure 3. 2-Field Case: The evolution of ϕ and χ with respect to the number of e-folds, and the trajectory
in the field space is shown. Ne = 0 is the end of inflation.

4.2.1 Background Solution

Parameters and initial conditions are directly set from [42] and are shown in table 1. The results for
this case are shown in figures 3 and 4. The left and middle plots of figure 3 show the evolution of fields
ϕ and χ during inflation. On the other hand, σ does not evolve during inflation, since it is placed at
the minimum of its potential manually. Therefore, at the background level, this case is equivalent to
a two-field model. The field trajectory is also shown in the right plot in figure 3. Figure 4 shows the
evolution of the Hubble and slow-roll parameters.

Parameters 2-Field Case

λϕ 2.0× 10−15

λχ λϕ

(
µϕ

µχ

)2

µϕ 196.168
µχ 36.000
ϕi 209.439
χi 26.678
m 10−6

Table 1. 2-Field Case: Parameters of the potential and initial conditions. Since the third field is placed at
the minimum of the potential, at the background level, its mass is irrelevant. Mp is set to 1.

4.2.2 Perturbation Level

We mentioned previously that the coefficients of different terms in the perturbation equations depend
on the background trajectory. Since the background trajectory is in the σ = 0 surface, then we have
β = π

2 , and cosβ = cotβ = 0. Therefore, it can be seen that many of the coefficients in the equations
vanish and the perturbation equations for this case take the form

Q̈l + 3HQ̇l + 2
V,s1

l̇
˙δs1 +

(
k2

a2
+ Cll

)
Ql + Cls1δs1 = 0 , (4.15)

¨δs1 + 3H ˙δs1 − 2
V,s1

l̇
Q̇l +

(
k2

a2
+ Cs1s1

)
δs1 + Cs1lQl = 0 , (4.16)

¨δs2 + 3H ˙δs2 +

(
k2

a2
+ Cs2s2

)
δs2 = 0 . (4.17)

It is obvious that the second isocurvature mode is completely decoupled from the other modes, as
it was expected. In figure 5, the evolution of the power spectra of the curvature and isocurvature
modes (left plot), and the correlation between them (right plot), for a specific mode, which exits the
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Figure 4. 2-Field Case: The evolution of the Hubble parameter, H, and the slow-roll parameter, ϵH , with
respect to the number of e-folds is shown.

horizon 60 e-folds before the end of inflation, k = 0.002 Mpc−1, w.r.t. Ne are shown. As it could
be easily observed, the amplitude of the curvature perturbations grow even when the modes become
superhorizon, which is an indication that the mode is fed by the correlated isocurvature perturbation.
As it was expected, since the second isocurvature mode is perpendicular to the curvature and first
isocurvature mode, the related correlation functions vanish. The correlation between the curvature,
and the first isocurvature mode increases during the inflation. This increase is related to the increasing
turn rate, shown in the left plot of figure 6. The evolution of the power spectrum of the curvature
mode, evaluated at the end of inflation, for different momentum modes is shown in the right plot. The
value of the power spectrum is fixed on the known value PR ∼ 2.1 × 10−9 for the mode which exit
at about 60 e-folds before the end of inflation. The power spectra of the isocurvature modes evolve
similarly to the curvature mode w.r.t. to k, and their values for the mode exiting the horizon at the
CMB scale are, respectively, PS1

∼ 10−10 and PS2
∼ 10−11. Amplitudes of the isocurvature modes

are constrained by CMB. According to Planck data[1] βiso, defined as PS
PS1

+PR
can be at most at

order of 0.1 for k = 0.002 Mpc−1. However, we should be careful that the constraints on isocurvature
modes from CMB are for their value as the initial condition of the perturbations after inflation in
the early radiation dominated era. Therefore, the effect of these constraints on the amplitude of the
isocurvature modes power spectrum at the end of inflation depends on the reheating model and the
following dynamics.

4.3 Three-Field Non-Interacting Case

For the second case, we chose the potential in such a way that all the three fields have dynamics
during the inflation, so it is really a three-field model. Since the fields do not interact with each other,
the potential form is just like (4.11), and we assume,

Vϕ(ϕ) =
λϕ

4
ϕ2(ϕ2 − µϕ)

2, (4.18)

Vχ(χ) =
λχ

4
χ2(χ2 − µχ)

2, (4.19)

Vσ(σ) =
λσ

4
σ2(σ2 − µσ)

2. (4.20)

4.3.1 Background Solution

The parameters and initial conditions of this case are shown in Table 2.
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Figure 5. 2-Field Case: The evolution of the power spectra (Left plot) of the curvature and isocurvature
modes, and their correlations (Right plot), defined in (3.71), for the specific mode that exit the horizon
60 e-folds before the end of inflation, k = 0.002 Mpc−1, w.r.t Ne. The correlations including the second
isocurvature mode vanishes (C̃RS2 is invisible since it coincides with C̃S1S2), and the correlation between the
curvature, and the first isocurvature mode increases during the inflation. The increase is related to the turn
rate increase, shown in the left plot of figure 6

-60 -50 -40 -30 -20 -10 0
0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.06

Ne

η ⟂
1

0.001 10.000 105 109 1013
10-11

10-10

10-9

10-8

10-7

k(Mpc-1)


ℛ

Figure 6. 2-Field Case: The left plot shows the evolution of the turn rate of the trajectory during inflation.
As it is obvious the trajectory does not experience rapid turns. The power spectrum of the curvature mode for
different values of k, evaluated at the end of inflation, is shown in the right plot. The power spectrum of the
isocurvature modes have a similar shape with respectively one and two order of magnitude lower amplitude.

The results for this case are shown in figures 7-10. Figure 7 shows the evolution of fields during
inflation. Figure 8 shows the evolution of the Hubble and slow-roll parameters. The trajectory in the
field space is also shown in the 2d point of view in figure 9, and in the 3d point of view in figure 10.
As it is obvious, there are two turns in the trajectory.

4.3.2 Perturbative Level

In this case we should solve the full equations (3.62)-(3.64), since none of the coefficients vanish. In
figure 11, the evolution of the power spectra of the curvature and isocurvature modes (left plot), and
the correlations (right plot), defined in eq. (3.71), for a specific mode which exit the horizon 60 e-folds
before the end of inflation, i.e. k = 0.002 Mpc−1, w.r.t Ne are shown. The field trajectory in this
model has two turns at about 45, and 35 e-folds before the end of inflation. As can be seen in the
left plot of figure 12, the first turn is a slow turn in the sense that η⊥1 < 1, and the second turn is a
rapid turn which means that η⊥2 > 1. The power spectrum of the curvature mode experiences mild
stepwise increases at the turns, and the power spectrums of the first, and the second isocurvature
modes first experience an increase, respectively at the second, and the first turn, and then begin a
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Parameters 3-Field Non-Interacting Case I

λϕ 0.298× 10−19

λχ 200λϕ

(
µϕ

µχ

)2

λσ 2200λϕ

(
µϕ

µσ

)2

µϕ 200.0
µχ 100.0
µσ 50.0
ϕi 188.014
χi 93.000
σi 40.326

Table 2. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case I: Parameters of the potential and initial conditions. Mp is set
to 1.
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Figure 7. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case: The evolution of the three scalar fields, ϕ, χ and σ is shown
with respect to the number of e-folds. Ne = 0 is the end of inflation
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Figure 8. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case I: The evolution of the Hubble parameter, H, and the slow-roll
parameter, ϵH is shown.

sharp decrease along with oscillations. The correlations between the first isocurvature mode, and
the curvature mode, C̃RS1

(black line), and between the two isocurvature modes, C̃S1S2
(blue line),

have almost a similar behavior. Both correlations shift from zero to one at about the e-fold in which
the second turn happens. The correlations between the second isocurvature mode and the curvature
mode, C̃RS2

, (red line) shifts from zero to one at about the time where the first turn happens. After
about 35 e-folds before the end of inflation, there is no special feature in the correlations, and there are
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Figure 9. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case I: 2D projections of the background trajectory in the field space

Figure 10. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case I: The 3D background trajectory in the field space.

just an oscillatory behavior due to the very small and oscillatory behavior of the power spectra of the
isocurvature modes, which imprint themselves in the denominator of the correlation definition (see eq.
(3.71)). Dependence of the power spectrum of the curvature mode at the end of inflation on k, and
the turning rates, η⊥1, and η⊥2 are also shown in figure 12. The amplitude of the power spectrum of
the isocurvature modes at the end of inflation are too small (respectively of order 10−52 and 10−68).
Therefore, the numerical results were dominated with noise. However their general shapes, as much
as we manage to investigate them, are similar to that of the curvature mode. The Effect of the turns
in the trajectory can be seen for the modes which exit the horizon around the time the turns occur.
The difference between the effect of the slow turn, happening at modes around k = 103Mpc−1, and
the rapid turn, happening at modes around k = 106Mpc−1, is obvious in the right plot of figure 12.
By changing the potential parameters, different behavior of the turning regimes in the field trajectory
can be obtained. For instance we have obtained two other cases. The first case has two turns, one
of which has a turning rate almost equal to one and the other one with a turn larger than unity.
The parameters of this case are shown in table 3, and the turning rates, and power spectrum of the
curvature mode are shown in figure 13. The other case is a case with two slow turns. The parameters
of this case are shown in table 4, and the turning rates, and power spectrum of the curvature mode
are shown in figure 14.
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Figure 11. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case I: The evolution of the power spectra (left plot) of the curvature
and isocurvature modes, and their correlations (right plot), defined in (3.71), for the specific mode that exit
the horizon 60 e-folds before the end of inflation, k = 0.002 Mpc−1, w.r.t. Ne. As it can be seen from the field
space trajectory, shown in figure 10, there are two turns in the trajectory. The rates of these turns w.r.t. the
Hubble rate are shown in the left plot of figure 12. The power spectrum of the curvature mode experiences a
mild increase at the turns. The power spectra of isocurvature modes also respectively experience an increase
at the two turns initially and then fall off rapidly along with oscillations. C̃RS1 and C̃S1S2 have a similar
behavior. Both correlations shift from zero to one at about the e-fold in which the second turn happens. C̃RS2

shifts from zero to one at about the time where the first turn happens. After about 35 e-folds before the end
of inflation, there is no special feature in the correlations, and there are just an oscillatory behavior due to
the very small value and the oscillatory behavior of the power spectra of the isocurvature modes, which show
themselves in the denominator of the correlation definition. See eq. (3.71)
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Figure 12. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case I: Turn rates of the field trajectory, defined in Eqs. (3.34),
(3.35) are shown in the left plot. The first turn is a slow turn, which means that the turn rate is lower than
one, and the second turn is a sharp turn. The power spectrum of the curvature mode for different values of
k evaluated at the end of inflation is shown in the right plot. Power spectra of the isocurvature modes could
not be obtained numerically without noise, since their value are very small (respectively, of order 10−52, and
10−68). However their general shape is similar to the power spectrum of the curvature mode.

4.4 Three-Field Interacting Case

After investigating the spectrum of a three-field inflationary model without any direct interaction
between different fields, now we are turning to the three-field case involving direct interactions between
different fields. Therefore, the potential of this case has an interacting term, Vϕχσ besides the previous
terms Eqs. (4.18) - (4.20),

Vϕχσ = g(ϕ2χ2 + ϕ2σ2 + χ2σ2). (4.21)
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Parameters 3-Field Non-Interacting Case II

λϕ 0.950× 10−22

λχ 90λϕ

(
µϕ

µχ

)2

λσ 2400λϕ

(
µϕ

µσ

)2

µϕ 200.0
µχ 100.0
µσ 50.0
ϕi 188.014
χi 93.000
σi 40.326

Table 3. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case II: Parameters of the potential and initial conditions of the case
which have a turn with a turning rate almost equal to one and a rapid turn. Mp is set to 1.
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Figure 13. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case II: Turning rates of the field trajectory, defined in Eqs. (3.34),
(3.35) are shown in the left plot. As it is obvious one of the turning rate is about unity, and the other one is
larger than one. The power spectrum of the curvature mode for different values of k evaluated at the end of
inflation are shown in the right plot.

Parameters 3-Field Non-Interacting Case III

λϕ 0.140× 10−15

λχ 20λϕ

(
µϕ

µχ

)2

λσ 100λϕ

(
µϕ

µσ

)2

µϕ 200.0
µχ 100.0
µσ 50.0
ϕi 187.920
χi 93.000
σi 40.326

Table 4. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case III: Parameters of the potential and initial conditions of a case
having two slow turns. Mp is set to 1.
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Figure 14. 3-Field Non-Interacting Case III: Turning rates of the field trajectory, defined in Eqs. (3.34)
and (3.35) are shown in the left plot. As it is obvious both are lower than unity, therefore we have two slow
turns. The power spectrum of the curvature mode for different values of k evaluated at the end of inflation is
shown in the right plot.
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Figure 15. 3-Field Interacting Case: The evolution of the three scalar fields, ϕ, χ and σ is shown with
respect to the number of e-folds. Ne = 0 is the end of inflation

4.4.1 Background Solution

Parameters and initial conditions of this case are shown in table 5. The results for this case are
shown in figures 15 -18. Figure 15 shows the evolution of fields during inflation. Figure 16 shows the
evolution of the Hubble and slow-roll parameters. The trajectory in the field space in 2d point of
view is shown in figure 17, and from a 3d point of view in figure 18.

Parameters 3-Field Interacting Case

λϕ 4500λσ

(
µσ

µϕ

)2

λχ 90λσ

(
µσ

µχ

)2

λσ 5.520× 10−12

g 5.000× 10−22

µϕ 200.00
µχ 100.00
µσ 50.00
ϕi 13.441
χi 10.600
σi 6.750

Table 5. 3-Field Interacting Case: Parameters of the potential and initial conditions for the interacting
case. Mp is set to 1.
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Figure 16. 3-Field Interacting Case: The evolution of the Hubble parameter, H, and the slow-roll
parameter, ϵH is shown.
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Figure 17. 3-Field Interacting Case: The 2D projections of the background trajectory in the field space.

Figure 18. 3-Field Interacting Case: The 3D background trajectory in the field space.
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Figure 19. 3-Field Interacting Case: The evolution of the power spectra of the curvature and isocur-
vature modes for a specific Fourier mode, which exit the horizon 60 e-folds before the end of inflation,
k = 0.002 Mpc−1, w.r.t. Ne. At about 30 e-fold before the end of inflation, the power spectra of curvature and
isocurvature modes experience a jump and then fall off. The power spectrum of the second isocurvature mode
falls off more slowly, therefore its amplitude at the end of inflation is larger than the power spectrum of the
curvature mode. C̃RS1 is almost constant until when the turn happens. The second isocurvature mode just
becomes correlated with the curvature and the first isocurvature modes when the turn happens, see C̃S1S2 ,
C̃RS2 .

4.4.2 Perturbative Level

Solving equations (3.62)-(3.64) numerically, we obtained the desired quantities. The evolution of the
power spectra of the curvature and isocurvature modes (left plot), and their correlations (right plot),
for a specific mode, which exit the horizon 60 e-folds before the end of inflation, k = 0.002 Mpc−1,
w.r.t. Ne are shown in figure 19. The field trajectory in this case has a sharp turn at about 30 e-folds
before the end of inflation. The power spectra of the curvature and isocurvature experience jumps at
the turn. After that the power spectra of the curvature and first isocurvature mode start to fall off
until the end of inflation to respectively reach a value of order PR ≃ 10−9, and Ps1 ≃ 10−39. Power
spectrum of the second isocurvature mode falls off more slowly, and its amplitude at the end of infla-
tion is larger than the curvature mode (Ps2 ≃ 10−8). The correlations between the first isocurvature
mode and the curvature mode, C̃RS1 (black line), has an almost constant value of 0.3 until the turn
happens at about 30 e-folds before the end of inflation, and begins to oscillate between 0.3 and 1. The
second isocurvature mode is uncorrelated to the curvature and the first isocurvature mode (C̃S1S2

,
C̃RS2

) until when the turn happens. In figure 20, the power spectrum of the curvature mode is shown
with respect to k (Right plot). The value of the power spectrum for the mode which exit the horizon
at the CMB scale is set to the known value, 2.1 × 10−9. The power spectrum of the isocurvature
modes have similar shapes with amplitudes Ps1 ∼ 10−39, Ps2 ∼ 10−7 for k = 0.002 Mpc−1. The The
turn rates, η⊥1, and η⊥2 are also shown in the same figure (left plot).

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have developed the three-field cosmological perturbation theory in the flat field space.
We have projected the perturbations of fields along and perpendicular to the background trajectory
and obtained the equations of motion for the curvature and two isocurvature modes explicitly. As
examples, three different scenarios have been investigated. First, we have investigated a three-field
model in which one of the fields remains at the bottom of the potential and which effectively reduces
to a two-field model plus a linearly decoupled isocurvature mode. Our equations in the two-field limit
is consistent with the two-field formulations in the literature. We have later investigated two other
scenarios of three-field, where in the first case different fields do not directly interact with each other,
and in the second one interactions between different fields are assumed. In the non-interacting case we
have investigated three different sub-cases which include different regimes of turns in the field space
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Figure 20. 3-Field Interacting Case: In the left plot, the turning rates of the trajectory is shown. η⊥2 is
negligible during the inflation, and there is only a single rapid turn in this case. The power spectrum of the
curvature mode at the end of inflation for different momentum modes is shown in the right plot. The value
of the power spectrum for the mode which exit the horizon at the CMB scale is set to the known 2.1× 10−9.
The power spectra of the isocurvature modes have similar shapes with different values, Ps1 ∼ 10−39, and
Ps2 ∼ 10−7.

background trajectory. These sub-cases include slow turns, with turning rates lower than one, rapid
turns, with turning rates larger than unity, and also turns with turning rate almost equal to one. The
effect of different turning regimes on the power spectra is shown. It is also observed that in all these
cases the amplitudes of the power spectra of isocurvature modes are quite subdominant. We have
then investigated a three-field model in which different fields directly interact with each other. In this
case we observed that the power spectrum of one of the isocurvature modes is about three orders of
magnitude larger than the power spectrum of the curvature mode. In this paper we have worked in
the flat field space. It would be interesting to explore generalizations of this work to models with a
curved field space. Also investigating the bispectrum when such sharp turns in the field space occurs
is another interesting avenue to pursue.
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