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Abstract

Cosmic inflation is arguably the most favoured paradigm of the very early Uni-
verse. It postulates an early phase of fast, nearly exponential, and accelerated
expansion. Inflationary models are capable of explaining the overall flatness
and homogeneity of today’s Universe at large scales. Despite being widely
accepted by the physics community, these models are not absent from criti-
cism. In scalar field inflation, a necessary condition to begin inflation is the
requirement of a Universe dominated by the field’s potential, which implies a
subdominant contribution from the scalar field dynamics. This has originated
to large amounts of scientific debate and literature on the naturalness, and pos-
sible fine-tuning of the initial conditions for inflation. Another controversial
issue concerns the end of inflation, and the fact that a preheating mechanism is
necessary to originate the hot big bang plasma after inflation.

In this thesis, we present full general relativistic simulations to study these
two problems, with a particular focus on the Starobinsky and Higgs models
of inflation, being those the most favoured by the latest observations. First,
we consider the fine-tuning problem of beginning inflation from a highly dy-
namical and inhomogeneous "preinflation" epoch in the single-field case. In
our second study, we approach the multifield paradigm of inhomogeneous pre-
inflation, together and consistently, with the preheating phase. These investi-
gations further confirm the robustness of these types of models to highly in-
homogeneous initial conditions, while putting in evidence the non-negligible
gravitational effects during preheating. At the end of the manuscript, we dis-
cuss some of other potential applications of numerical simulations to study the
early Universe, including our preliminary investigations on primordial black
hole formation in asymmetric three-dimensional configurations.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

The search for the understanding of the origin of humanity and our place in the
Universe has been a relevant quest throughout the history of humankind. Start-
ing in the ancient Greek civilization, Anaximander (600 BC) already conceived
the Earth as a spherical object where the celestial bodies revolved around it,
a model further developed by his Greek successors giving birth to what today
is known as the Ptolemy’s geocentric model (200 BC). In the western civi-
lization, it was not until much later, in the XVII century with the invention
of the telescope, that Galileo Galilei and Johannes Kepler gathered strong evi-
dence supporting the heliocentric model revived1 by Nicolaus Copernicus. The
new point of view situated the Sun at the centre of which the celestial bodies
revolved around. Most importantly, the new perspective would motivate the
search for natural knowledge by empirical experimentation, which would con-
stitute the basis of the scientific method.

At the end of the century, in 1687, Isaac Newton published “the Principia” [5]
containing the celebrated three Newton’s laws of motion of Classical Mechan-
ics and his theory of universal gravitation. Among other achievements, the new
mathematical framework was able to satisfactory predict the motions of most
of the objects in the Solar system, from the orbital trajectory of the moons of
Jupiter, to the orbit and observed phases of Venus, with remarkable accuracy
by the time. Not surprisingly, Newton is commonly considered the “father of
physics", and after him other giants like Faraday, Maxwell or later Kelvin and
Boltzmann made outstanding progress in physical sciences by developing the

1The first known heliocentric model is by Aristarchus of Samos (300 BC). However, because
stellar parallax is only detectable using telescopes, this model was disregarded in favour of the
geocentric model by Plato, Ptolemy and their contemporaries throughout the Middle Ages.
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fields of electromagnetism, thermodynamics, optics, etc. The period between
the XVII and XIX centuries is known as the “Age of Enlightenment” driven by
the scientific and technological advances of the time.

Returning to the motion of celestial bodies, the precise calculation of the orbits
of all celestial objects, including the perihelion of Mercury, was only under-
stood in the modern era when Albert Einstein developed his theory of General
Relativity in 1916 [6]. This new paradigm unified the concepts of Space and
Time, and most importantly, it removed the concept of an absolute coordinate
reference system. The XX century was the epoch that gave birth to modern
physics with the development of the two most revolutionary breakthroughs of
our history: Einstein’s theory of General Relativity and Quantum Mechan-
ics [7–9]. In the early years, Einstein’s theory was still conceived in the men-
tal construct of the “static Universe", which pushed Einstein to incorporate
a repulsive cosmological constant to counteract the gravitational pull of dis-
tant bodies like galaxies.2 A decade later, Georges Lemaître (1927) [10] and
Edwin Hubble (1929) [11] gathered observational evidence that revealed the
correlation between the receding velocities v of far-away galaxies with respect
to their measured distance d. This empirical observation is known today as
the Hubble-Lemaître law, v = H0d, where H0 is the Hubble parameter and is
interpreted nowadays as the Universe’s expansion rate. This paradigm-shifting
discovery revealed the dynamical nature of the Universe, where the kinemat-
ics of the cosmos are successfully described by the Einstein field equations of
General Relativity. The discovery by Lemaître and Hubble gave birth to the
Hot Big Bang (HBB) as a cosmological model of the Universe. It inspired
the concept of the beginning of the Universe, set at the time of the primor-
dial singularity when, hypothetically, the whole Universe was smaller than a
single atom. The Big Bang model soon gained wide acceptance in the sci-
entific community, once it was detected its main prediction: the Cosmic Mi-
crowave Background (CMB), a relic bath of photons free-streaming since back
the early Universe. The new paradigm disregarded the need for the cosmolog-
ical constant, and Einstein himself qualified the term as his “biggest blunder”.

2At the time, visible luminous objects in the sky were though to be stars or “nebulas” inside
our galaxy, the Milky Way. In 1923, Edwin Hubble showed that some of these bodies were,
in fact, other galaxies like our own, but significantly further apart. This discovery significantly
expanded our notion and conception of the vastness of the Universe.
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Amusingly, a few decades later, the term would resurrect when, in 1998, as-
trophysical observations of distant supernovas discovered that the expansion
of the Universe was being accelerated. Indeed, the cosmological constant is
no longer invoked as a mechanism to prevent the gravitational collapse of our
Universe, but to explain its current accelerated expansion. The accelerated
expansion of the Universe has been corroborated nowadays by modern CMB
experiments.

1.1 The Cosmic Microwave Background

In 1964, the failed attempt to isolate the source of a surplus excess of mi-
crowave radiation affecting the Bell Labs’ astronomical equipment, turned into
an accidental discovery that revolutionized our understanding of the Universe.
The noise puzzled Penzias and Wilson and, after exhausting every possible ex-
planation, they realized the significance of this observation: the noise was of
cosmological origin, sourced by the relic, oldest light in the history of the Uni-
verse. Indeed, this light was emitted 400.000 years after the Big Bang, once
the hot dense plasma cooled enough to let the light free-stream from the matter
content. The two radio astronomers won the 1978 Nobel Prize in physics for
this discovery.

Despite the detection being in the midst of the XX century, the precise CMB
measurements capable to minutiously capture the temperature anisotropies
were not possible until the entry to the new century. Thanks to the technologi-
cal progress, the launch of satellite experiments such as the WMAP (in 2001-
2010) and Planck (in 2009-2013) have provided unprecedented data about the
early Universe imprinted in the characteristics of the CMB map (see Fig. 1.1),
a picture of the Hot Big Bang plasma from more than 13 billions years ago.

One important source of information in the CMB comes from the statistics,
i.e. the computed power-spectrum, of the temperature anisotropies. The shape
of the primordial power-spectrum in terms of the angular size is found to be
nearly scale-invariant with a light red-tilt. The spectra contain a series of peaks,
with a predominant one at around 1◦ angle (see Fig. 1.2). These peaks corre-
spond to sound/pressure waves at the time of the CMB. These sound waves
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produced peaks and valleys in the primordial plasma related to the sound hori-
zon at the time. The predominant peak corresponds to overdensities in the
fluid that precisely peaked first at the time when the CMB was released. The
following peaks (at higher degree angle) correspond to peaking overdensities
that also peaked at even earlier times, in a recurrent harmonic mode. In fact,
the time odd peaks (the first, the third, etc) corresponds to hot overdensities
in the CMB map, while even peaks (the 2nd, the 4th...) correspond to the un-
derdense regions. Furthermore, the positions of the peaks, their widths and
the ratio between them give us a lot of information related to the evolution of
the sound horizon, the ratio of self-interacting (baryonic) matter and the inert
(dark) matter quantities, and even the background geometry of the Universe.
Indeed, the best-fitting model that matches the oscillations of the temperature
power spectrum tells us that, today, the Universe is only 5% made of ordinary
matter and 26.5% of undetected dark matter. The resultant 68% is of a mys-
terious dark energy, that behaves like a cosmological constant, explaining the
current accelerated expansion of the Universe. The nature of both dark matter
and dark energy are a subject of intense investigation and debate in the physics
community of nowadays.

A significant remark on the CMB temperature map is it is large degree of ho-
mogeneity, where anisotropies are only of δT ∼ 10−5 K. This is paradoxical
because when one computes the time of which the CMB was emitted, it turns
out that the Universe at that time was constituted by 106 non-causally con-
nected regions, and therefore, it is hard to explain why all of these regions
have nearly the same temperature. This paradox is solved by the theory of
inflation, which proposes a very early phase of a rapid and accelerated expan-
sion of the Universe, which allows all the regions to be in causal contact by
the time of the CMB. While this theory can be undeniably labelled as “wild”,
it has also been very successful in explaining many observed features of the
Universe, including the statistical properties of the CMB anisotropies.

The other relevant set of data coming from the CMB is in the polarization
of light. There exist two possible polarization modes known as E (vertical /
horizontal) and B (diagonal) modes. The case of E modes is coupled to scalar
perturbations of the CMB, while the B modes contain information on the tensor
part (i.e. gravitational waves). Searches of B modes in the CMB polarization
map are a hot topic of research, as the existence of primordial tensor modes
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are one of the “smoking gun” predictions of the theory of inflation. Indeed, a
clear detection of B modes in the CMB map would be seen, at least by many,
as a confirmation test of the theory.

Figure 1.1: Celestial map of the CMB temperature anisotropy measured by the Planck
experiment [12, 13].
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Figure 1.2: CMB temperature anisotropy power-spectrum (top left) and temperature-
polarisation cross-power spectrum (top right), from Planck, WMAP, BICEP/Keck,
ACT and SPT. Polarisation EE (bottom left) and BB (bottom right) power-spectra
from several experiments. TheBB spectrum here is scaled by a power of ` that makes
it possible to see all three of the expected peaks (from reionisation, recombination
and lensing). In all figures, the gray line represents the best-fitting model of the TT
power-spectrum, which also shows excellent agreement in the predictions of the other
measures. This illustrates the high-level precision with which these power spectra
have been measured. Figures taken from [14].



1.2. Current and future experiments 7

1.2 Current and future experiments

After the great success of the previous CMB experiment, the challenging en-
deavour of exploring the cosmos has just begun. Many current and near-future
experiments are set to map the large-scale structure (LSS) of the Universe with
unprecedented precision. Like the photons in the CMB, the matter forming
LSS is formed by the gravitational clustering of the primordial perturbations
seed that originated in the early Universe. Thus, experiments such as the Dark
Energy Survey [15], Euclid [16], SKA [17], among others, are set on providing
novel insights into both the early and late cosmology.

Another remarkable discovery has been the detection of gravitational waves
(GW) by the LIGO/Virgo collaboration in 2015 [18]. This discovery not only
has proved once more the validity of Einstein’s General Relativity (which pre-
dicted them), but also confirmed the existence of faraway extremely massive
compact objects, orbiting and coalescing each other, thought to be black holes
and neutron stars. The ability to measure gravitational radiation has opened
a new window to explore the Universe, using a messenger (i.e. the GW) that
practically free-streams undisturbed by the medium. This has enormous poten-
tial in cosmology, as it opens the door to exploring the pre-CMB early Universe
in a transparent manner. In the incoming years, many gravitational wave ex-
periments are scheduled to become operational (e.g. the Laser Interferometer
Space Antenna [19], the Einstein Telescope [20], TianQin [21], and the Pulsar-
Timing-Array network [22–25], among others), set to cover the exploration of
several frequency ranges in the GW spectra.

An exciting prospect is the potential detection of sub-Solar mass black holes.
The existence of these black holes can not be explained by conventional stel-
lar evolution process, and thus strongly favouring the existence of primordial
black holes (PBH). These type of black holes would be formed during the early
Universe, much earlier than the formation of stars, and, importantly, they could
constitute a large part, if not all, of the dark matter in the Universe [26, 27].



8 Chapter 1. Introduction

This thesis is written in the context of paving the path to better understand the
physics of the early Universe, as well as providing the bases for new analyti-
cal and numerical methods to study cosmological processes beyond the tradi-
tional assumptions of homogeneity and isotropy. The structure of this thesis
is the following: Chapter 2 is dedicated to introducing the standard cosmo-
logical model, which successfully explains the evolution of the homogeneous
Universe as a whole, at very large scales. In Chapter 3 we introduce the infla-
tionary paradigm and the perturbative approach to study the origin of the small
cosmological inhomogeneities present in the CMB, and, in Chapter 4 we treat
the inhomogeneous universe using the 3+1 formalism of numerical general
relativity. Chapters 5 and 6 contain the original published work of the thesis,
where we tackle theoretical issues such as the initial conditions problem in
the context of inflation. Chapter 7 describes additional work which is not-yet-
published and whose investigation will be continued after the defense of this
thesis. To finalize, conclusions and additional future prospects are summarized
in Chapter 8.
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Notation and conventions

In this thesis, we adopt the Planck units in which G = c = ~ = 1 where G,
c and ~ are the Newton’s constant, the speed of light and the reduced Planck’s
constant, respectively. The spacetime metric is chosen with the “mostly-plus”
signature (−+ ++) and we follow the sign conventions of the textbook of
Wald (1984). The Greek indices {α, β, . . . , µ, ν, . . . } (that run from 0 to 3)
are used to denote the spacetime components in tensors, while we use lower-
case Latin indices {i, j, k, . . . } (that run from 1 to 3) to denote the spatial
components in tensors. Upper-case Latin indices are used to denote an inte-
ger number of scalar fields in multifield inflationary scenarios. The Einstein’s
convention is adopted throughout the thesis, thereby the summation over re-
peated indices is assumed. Moreover,∇µ denotes the 4-dimensional covariant
derivative associated with the 4-metric gµν , Di denotes the 3-dimensional co-
variant derivative associated with the induced 3-metric γ ij representing the
spatial hypersurfaces within the 3+1 decomposition, and ∂µ denotes the par-
tial derivative. In addition, square brackets in the subscripts denote that the
symmetric relation is implied, e.g.

Σ(ij) =
1

2
(Σ ij + Σji) .

A summary of the widely used notation and abbreviations follows:

gµν : spacetime metric

γµν : spatial metric

γ̃µν : conformal spatial metric



10 Chapter 1. Introduction

g : determinant of the spacetime metric gµν
γ : determinant of the spatial metric γµν
γ̃ : determinant of the conformal spatial metric γ̃µν
∇µ : spacetime covariant derivative associated with gµν
Dµ : spatial covariant derivative associated with γµν
D̃µ : spatial covariant derivative associated with γ̃µν
ηµν : flat spacetime or Minkowsky metric

(4)Rαβγδ : four-dimentional spacetime Riemann tensor associated with gµν
Rαβγδ : spatial Riemann tensor associated with γµν
(4)Rµν : four-dimentional spacetime Ricci tensor associated with gµν
Rµν : spatial Ricci tensor associated with γµν
R̃µν : conformal spatial Ricci tensor associated with γ̃µν
Kµν : extrinsic curvature tensor on spatial hypersurfaces

Tµν : spacetime energy-momentum tensor

H0 : Hubble parameter measured as today

mpl : Planck mass, mpl ≡
√

~c
G

Mpl : Reduced Planck mass, Mpl ≡
mpl√

8π

ADM : Arnowitt-Deser-Misner

BSSN : Baumgarte-Shapiro-Shibata-Nakamura

CMB : Cosmic Microwave Background

CPT : Cosmological Perturbation Theory

HBB : Hot Big Bang

FLRW : Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker

PBH : Primordial Black Hole



Chapter 2
The standard model of
Cosmology

In this section, we examine the global time evolution of our Universe. At
scales larger than a Megaparsec, the spacetime dynamics are well described
by an expanding Universe which is largely homogeneous and isotropic. Us-
ing Einstein’s theory of General Relativity, such spacetimes are described by
the Friedmann-Lemaître solutions of the Einstein equations, and they are the
common background used to understand the cosmological evolution of our
Universe, from the HBB plasma until today. We also present the original prob-
lems of the HBB models, and how inflation provides an elegant paradigm that
naturally solves these problems.

2.1 The Einstein equations

Let us first start by discussing the evolution equations provided by the Ein-
stein’s theory of gravitation, also known as General Relativity. The theory can
be constructed by invoking the least action principle, in which the gravitational
part corresponds to the geometrical curvature of the spacetime metric tensor.
Formally, the Einstein-Hilbert action reads

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

(
M2

pl

2
R+ Lmatter

)
, (2.1)
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where Lmatter is the Lagrangian of matter content in the universe and g is the
determinant of the metric gµν and Mpl ≡ mpl/

√
8π is the reduced Planck

mass. The Ricci scalar curvature is defined as the contraction of the Ricci
tensor, i.e. R ≡ gµν (4)Rµν , which is given by

(4)Rµν ≡ ∂ρΓρµν − ∂νΓρµρ + ΓρµνΓλρλ − ΓρµλΓλνρ , (2.2)

where the Christoffel symbols are the affine connections with respect to the
metric tensor, defined by

Γρµν =
1

2
gρλ (∂νgλµ + ∂µgνλ − ∂λgµν) . (2.3)

The equations of motion are derived by varying the action with respect to the
metric, which, after subtracting the surface terms, it gives rise to the Einstein
equations

δS

δgµν
= 0 → Gµν ≡ (4)Rµν −

1

2
gµνR+ Λgµν =

1

M2
pl

Tµν , (2.4)

where

2

M2
pl

√
−g

∂

∂gµν

(√
−gR

)
= (4)Rµν −

1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν , (2.5)

and Λ is the cosmological constant. In the matter side, the energy-momentum
tensor is defined by

Tµν ≡ −
2√
−g

∂

∂gµν
(
√
−gLmatter) = gµνLmatter − 2

δLmatter

δgµν
. (2.6)

In this theory, the metric tensor is then the fundamental gravitational quantity
that defines the geometry of the spacetime. The matter content is encoded in
the energy-momentum tensor given described by the Lagrangian of arbitrary
matter species. Our cosmological models are typically constructed by taking
either scalar fields, or generic types of fluids, as we shall see below.



2.2. The homogeneous Universe 13

2.2 The homogeneous Universe

The solution of the Einstein equations for an expanding homogeneous and
isotropic Universe is known as the Friedmann-Lemaître- Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) metric. This is constructed by defining the cosmological scale fac-
tor a(t) that encodes the variation of measured spatial distances between two
instances of the cosmic time t and tini,

d(t) = dini
a(t)

aini
. (2.7)

The same reasoning also applies to photons, where the expansion causes a
redshift z in the photon’s wavelength λ

z(t) ≡ λ(t)− λini

λini
=
a(t)

aini
− 1 . (2.8)

As it is illustrated in the above equations, the scale factor at a given time is an
arbitrary definition on the scale. However, the variation of this quantity along
two different times has a clear physical meaning as it indicates the amount of
expansion that the Universe has undergone.

The FLRW metric in generic coordinates reads

ds2 ≡ gµνdxµdxν = −dt2 + a2(t)d~Σ2 , (2.9)

where ~Σ represents the spatial metric hypersurface. In spherical coordinates,
this is defined by

d~Σ2 =
dr2

1−Kr2
+ r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
, (2.10)

with K being the spatial curvature of the universe normalised at a given time
when a(t∗) = 1. In other words, its values can contain either K = 0 for the
flat configuration, or either K = 1 and K = −1 for the positively or negatively
curved spacetime (see Fig. 2.1). For the non-flat cases, the scale factor can
then be reinterpreted as the hyperbolic radius of the global curvature of the
universe.
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On some occasions, it is useful to define the metric in terms of the conformal
time η instead of the cosmic time t by applying the transformation a(η)dη = dt,
thus the metric reads

ds2 = a2(η)
(
−dη2 + d~Σ2

)
. (2.11)

We will follow the convention that “dotted" variables represent derivatives in
cosmic time, while the ”prime“ indicates derivatives with respect to the con-
formal time. For example, the Hubble parameter is given by

H =
1

a

da

dt
=
ȧ

a

=
1

a2

da

dη
=
a′

a2
,

(2.12)

and the conformal Hubble parameter reads

H =
1

a

da

dη
=
a′

a
= aH . (2.13)

2.3 Spacetime dynamics

The only energy-momentum tensor compatible with the symmetry (i.e homo-
geneity and isotropy) is the one of the perfect fluid,

Tµν = (ρ+ p)uµuν + gµνp , (2.14)

where ρ and p are the energy density and pressure density of the fluid, and uµ
its four-velocity with respect to the comoving frame.

We are now in a position where we can obtain the equations of motion by
applying the Einstein equations to the system we just described above. On one
hand, the time-time component (G00) results into the 1st Friedmann-Lemaître
equation

H2 =

(
ȧ

a

)2

=
ρ

3M2
pl

− K
a2

+
Λ

3
. (2.15)



2.3. Spacetime dynamics 15

Figure 2.1: Diagrams of three possible geometries of the universe: positively curved,
negatively curved and flat from top to bottom, corresponding to a curvature parameter
ΩK being greater than, less than or equal to 0. Figure adapted from [28].
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On the other hand, the spatial components of the Einstein tensor (Gii) yield to
the acceleration equation, the 2nd Friedmann-Lemaître equation

ä

a
= − 1

6M2
pl

(ρ+ 3p) +
Λ

3
. (2.16)

Combining the above equations, by taking a time derivative in eq. (2.15), one
can derive the continuity equation,

∇µTµν = ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = 0 , (2.17)

which encodes the conservation of the energy-momentum tensor. For a barotropic
equation of state, the pressure is simply given by p = ωρ, where ω is the fluid’s
equation of the state. Thus, the equation of motion of the fluid is given by

ρ(a) = ρini

(
a

aini

)−3(1+ω)

, with ω = constant. (2.18)

In turn, one can also find the expansion history of the universe by solving
Eq. (2.15), which leads to

a(t) =

 aini

(
t

tini

) 2
3(ω+1)

, ω 6= −1

aini exp [H (t− tini)] , ω = −1, H = constant.

(2.19)

The above equations establish a relationship between the expansion history of
the universe and the equation of state of the fluid that dominates the energy
budget. Using some physical intuition, we can correctly estimate the equation
of state of the relevant types of matter in the cosmological constant: The cases
for relativistic and non-relativistic matter particles. Assuming a fluid in a given
volume that scales through the expansion like V ∝ a3, the case for ultra-
relativistic species (e.g. radiation of wavelength λ), we find that it scales like

ρr ∼
1

V

~c
λ
∝ a−4 ⇒ ω = 1/3 , (2.20)
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alternatively, the case of non-relativist matter (e.g. ”dust“ particles of mass m)
is found to scale like

ρm ∼
m

V
∝ a−3 ⇒ ω = 0 . (2.21)

In a similar manner, one can rewrite Eq. (2.15) by rewriting the curvature and
cosmological constant terms in terms of a fluid evolution. Indeed, the curva-
ture term can be replaced by ρK = −3KM2

pl/a
2, which corresponds to a fluid

with ω = −1/3, and the cosmological constant term can also be substituted by
ρΛ = ΛM2

pl, corresponding to a fluid with ω = −1. Other parametrisations of
the equation of state used in other cosmological contexts are listed in Table 2.1.

matter type ω ρ(a) a(t) (aH)−1 ä/a

stiff fluid (or kination) 1 a−6 t1/3 t2/3 decelerated
radiation 1/3 a−4 t1/2 t1/2 decelerated

cold matter (dust) 0 a−3 t2/3 t1/3 decelerated
curvature −1/3 a−2 t constant –

Λ (de Sitter) −1 constant eHt e−Ht accelerated

Table 2.1: Relation between the equation of state and the expansion history in a
FLRW Universe.

2.4 The Hot Big Bang model

After having introduced the equations that describe the expansion of the FLRW
universe, we are in a position where we can model a universe containing nfl

number of fluids, with a varying contribution to the total energy budget of the
universe, depending on their individual equation of state and the scale fac-
tor. For simplicity, let us assume a universe containing three types of fluids:
radiation, cold collisionless matter, and one describing a cosmological con-
stant. Furthermore, we further assume that the fluids interact between them
only through gravitation, and therefore their temperature is only dependent on
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the expansion of spacetime. In such a model, the Friedmann-Lemaître equa-
tion reads

H2(a) =
1

3M2
pl

(ρr,0

a4
+
ρm,0

a3
+ ρΛ

)
,

= H2
0

(
Ωm

a3
+

Ωr

a4
+ ΩΛ

)
, with Ωi =

ρi 0

3M2
plH

2
0

,

(2.22)

where ρr,0 and ρm,0 are the radiation and matter energy densities as measured
in the present times (i.e. a0 = 1), and later expressed in terms of the dimen-
sionless energy density Ωi.

Today observations indicate that the relation between the energy densities hold

ρΛ > ρm,0 � ρr,0 , (2.23)

however, going backwards in time , as a(t)→ 0, we can verify from Eqs. (2.20)
and (2.21) that the Universe undergoes through matter, and radiation domina-
tion at sufficient early time. This is illustrated in Fig. 2.2.

2.4.1 The ΛCDM model

Taking into account the evolution of linear perturbations during the cosmo-
logical evolution of the Universe assuming linearised Einstein equations, in
addition to the thermal description of gases, it is possible to model the parti-
cle composition of the Universe from the (unknown) primordial density per-
turbation through the CMB and structure formation until today. Thus, using
observational data from CMB experiments, large scale structure from galaxy
surveys, baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO), supernova, and other astrophysi-
cal datasets, one can construct cosmological models where a set of a few free
parameters are fit to the aforementioned datasets. As of today, the so-called
ΛCDM model represents the best fitting picture of the describing statistics of
our Universe.

The ΛCDM model consists of six free parameters primarily chosen to avoid
degeneracies of the model fit to the data. These parameters are the following:
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Figure 2.2: Evolution of multi-fluid cosmological model containing radiation, matter
and dark energy (or cosmological constant Λ).
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• Baryon density (h2Ωb): Composed by the non-relativistic ordinary
matter of the Universe, reescaled by the squared dimensionless Hub-
ble parameter h ≡ H0/(100 km s−1 Mpc−1).

• Cold dark matter density (h2ΩCDM): Composed by collisionless
dark matter, e.g. only interacting via gravitational interactions.

• Sound horizon at CMB (θS): Maximal angular distance that sound
waves could have travelled prior the last scattering.

• Reionization optical depth (τ ): Its a dimensionless measure of the line-
of-sight free-electron opacity to CMB radiation. In other words, a quan-
tification of how much CMB photons are scattered at later times during
the reionisation phase (see Sec. 2.4.2). It is therefore of astrophysical
origin.

• Amplitude of the scalar power spectrum (AS): The value of the scalar
power spectrum at the pivot scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1, e.g. AS = Pζ(k∗)
(see Sec. 3.4).

• Scalar spectral index (nS): The slope of the (logarithmic) scalar power
spectrum, where ns = 1 indicates scale invariance (see Sec. 3.4).

From the free parameters below, under certain assumptions, one can derive
other related quantities such as H0, the age of the Universe t0, the densities
Ωm and ΩΛ, etc. Some of the (a priori) assumptions are a vanishing tensor
power spectrum (AT = nT = 0), spatial flatness (ΩK = 0), dark energy as
a cosmological constant (ωΛ = −1), among others, see Ref. [14]. However,
when relaxing any of these fixed parameters, only one at a time, and promoting
them as a free parameter, their favoured value in the extended (6+1)-parameter
model agrees with the original assumption. The current best-fitting parameters
for the model are listed in Table 2.2.
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Fitting parameters
Ωbh

2 0.02227± 0.00020

Ωch
2 0.1184± 0.0012

100 θs 1.04106± 0.00041

τ 0.067± 0.013

ln(1010AS) 3.064± 0.024

nS 0.9681± 0.0044

Derived parameters
h 0.679± 0.006

Ωm 0.306± 0.007

ΩΛ 0.694± 0.007

Extended fitting parameters (6+1)
ΩK 0.0002± 0.0026

ωΛ −0.97± 0.05

Table 2.2: Best-fitting and derived cosmological parameters, from a combination of
Planck data and other datasets (including BAO, supernova and H0 data) [14].
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2.4.2 The cosmic timeline

Our current understanding of the particle physics content of the early universe
allows us to elaborate a more detailed picture of the timeline history of our
universe than just the transitions from radiation to matter domination and now
from matter to dark energy. In the following, a summary of the most relevant
physics and phase transition is further developed, from the initial times at t→
0 (at higher energies/temperature) until today.

• Prior to radiation domination (time duration: Unknown).

– T > 1032 K: The Planck Era. A description of physics beyond
these energy scales would require a theory of quantum gravity;
therefore, the physics of this epoch are entirely unknown.

– T ≈ 1026 K: Grand Unified Theory Symmetry Breaking -
Cosmic Inflation. It is speculated that the fundamental energies
are unified beyond these energy scales. In theories of inflation, this
is usually also the highest energy scale at which inflation could
end, entering the reheating era when the HBB plasma is formed.

• Radiation domination epoch (time duration: ∼ 50 thousand years).

– 1026 K & T > 1016 K: Reheating, thermalization. The pri-
mordial plasma is thought to be formed by free quarks, leptons,
gauge bosons and their antimatter counterparts. Dark matter could
also have been formed during this period, whether this is made by
exotic particles (quantum fields) and/or of primordial black holes.

– T ≈ 1016 K ∼ (TeV): Electroweak phase transition. Higgs
symmetry breaking occurs, giving mass to the standard model par-
ticles.

– T ≈ 1012 K ∼ (MeV): QCD phase transition. Free quarks and
gluons from the plasma bound together to form protons, neutrons
and other hadrons. Primordial black hole production could also
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have been enhanced during this phase transition.

– T ≈ 1010 K ∼ (10 KeV): Neutrino decoupling, Big Bang Nu-
cleosynthesis. Freeze-out of the weak interactions, the abundances
of protons and neutrons are set and neutrino decouples from the
cosmic plasma. Soon after, it begins the matter-antimatter annihi-
lation phase. Protons and neutrons condensed into atomic nuclei
forming light elements such as ionised hydrogen and helium.

Up to here, all the processes lasted only about 5 minutes since the
start of the radiation domination epoch. However, the Universe
kept expanding and cooling down in that regime for up to 50 thou-
sand years until it became matter dominated.

• Matter domination epoch (time duration: ∼ 7 billion years).

– T ≈ 104 K ∼ (1 eV): Radiation-matter Equality. Transi-
tion to matter domination. Photons continue being tightly coupled
to baryonic matter, generating sound waves known as baryonic
acoustic oscillations. At that point, the Universe was still opaque
to electromagnetic radiation, and was dominated mainly by cold
(dark) matter and, in a small proportion, by warm (baryonic) mat-
ter.

– T ≈ 103 K ∼ (0.2 eV): Recombination - CMB. Free elec-
trons bound to atomic nuclei forming neutral elements and releas-
ing the free streaming photons constituting today’s Cosmic Mi-
crowave Background. The universe became transparent and dark,
a period called the “dark ages” starts, before the formation of struc-
ture lead to the genesis of the first starts.

– T ≈ 50 K ∼ (1 meV): Gravitational bounding, First stars,
Reionization phase. The cosmic gas form gravitational bound
systems. This first creates dark matter halos that later will make
baryonic matter matter would collapse into the first generation of
stars, inducing a (re) ionisation phase. These stars were consti-
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tuted mainly on hydrogen and helium isotrops, which would fuse
into (slightly) heavier elements. Next generation of stars (includ-
ing supernova explosions) would produce the heavier elements we
find today in the Universe.

• Accelerated expansion epoch (Started about 8 billions years ago).

– T ≈ 5 K : Transition to dark energy domination Around eight
billion years ago, matter diluted to the point where it was less dense
than the cosmic dark energy. Cosmic deceleration then ceased, and
the universe’s expansion began to accelerate due to the dark energy.
Cosmic structure formation on large scales gradually ceased.

– T ≈ 2.7 K : The present days. Galaxy formation, including the
Milky Way, and planet Earth. Today.

2.5 Physical scales and horizons

In cosmology, there are two relevant physical scales to consider. On one hand,
we have the size of the Hubble radius RH ≡ H−1. This defines the distance at
which the (non-local) receding velocity of a comoving particle would be equal
to the speed of light as a consequence of the Universe’s expansion rate. On the
other hand, there is the perturbation wavelength λ = 2π/k corresponding to a
Fourier mode of wavenumber k. Thus, when considering the evolution of such
perturbations, it will be necessary to distinguish between the two following
conditions:

k � H , super-Hubble modes: wavelengths larger than the Hubble radius,

k � H , sub-Hubble modes: wavelengths smaller than the Hubble radius.

Often, in the literature, there is the identification of the Hubble radius with
the particle horizon. However, that is not true in general and therefore is mis-
leading. The existence of a particle horizon (or cosmological horizon) is a
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Figure 2.3: Representation of the different stages during the evolution of the Universe.
Figure taken from Ref. [29].
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consequence of two assumptions: First, the universe has a beginning; This is
motivated in the HBB model as a consequence of the expansion of the Uni-
verse, ultimately leading to the Big Bang singularity at t → 0. Second, the
maximum speed at which information (or events) can propagate is the speed
of light (i.e. Einstein’s theory of Special Relativity). In other words, only sig-
nals emitted within the extent past light-cone, from today to t → 0, are in
causal contact. More formally, the particle horizon can be defined as

RP ≡ a(t)

∫ t

0

dt′

a(t′)
. (2.24)

If one assumes that the Universe has undergone through decelerated expansion
during the whole past history (i.e. radiation domination followed by matter
domination), then the scales factor scales like a power of time, a(t) ∝ tn with
0 < n < 1. In that case, using Eqs. (2.12) and (2.24), it is straightforward to
find that RP ≈ n

1−nRH . However, as we will discuss below, in the context
of the inflationary paradigm this is no longer true, and therefore the Hubble
radius can vastly differ from the particle horizon.

2.6 The Hot Big Bang problems

Despite the success of the HBB model in providing an explanation to cosmo-
logical observations, as well as predicting the existence of a relic photon bath
(i.e. the CMB), there were a few issues that indicate that this model, as it was
originally postulated, is not complete. As we will see, these issues are related
to inconsistent or unexplained initial conditions when assuming that the Uni-
verse has been all-time under decelerated expansion, where the scale factor
scales expands like a power-law, so that a ∝ tn with n < 1.

2.6.1 The horizon problem

The temperature of CMB photons today is measured to be TCMB,0 = 2.7260±
0.0013 K. These photons have been traveling since the time of the last scatter-
ing surface, which occurred after the recombination phase in the matter dom-
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ination era. Assuming the universe has been matter dominated since the time
of the last scattering surface, i.e. neglecting the recent accelerated expansion
period. The Hubble radius scales likeRH ∝ a3/2 and then the size of a Hubble
patch at the recombination epoch is

RH,rec(trec) ≈ RH,0(t0)

(
arec

a0

)3/2

, (2.25)

Since then, these Hubble patches have been expanded, so today, they have a
size of

RH,rec(t0) = RH,rec(trec)
a0

arec
≈ RH,0(t0)

(
arec

a0

)1/2

≈ 300 Mpc . (2.26)

However, the Hubble radius at present is about lH,0(t0) ≈ 4 Gpc. Under the
assumption of an all-time decelerated universe, the Hubble radius is propor-
tional to the particle horizon. Thus, the CMB map that we can observe today
contains about ∼ 105 causally disconnected patches, which is problematic to
explain the observed nearly-homogeneous temperature of the CMB photons,
as all these Hubble patches should not have been able to thermalise.

2.6.2 The flatness problem

Making use of the dimensionless density parameter for the spatial curvature,
ΩK = −K/(aH)2, using Eq. (2.18) we find that this is an increasing quantity,

ΩK ∝

{
a2 in Radiation domination,

a in Matter domination.
(2.27)

Today, the CMB observations set the value of the spatial curvature to

ΩK = 0.0002± 0.0026 . (2.28)

Thus, because the spatial curvature at different times is given by

ΩK(t) =
(a0H0)2

[a(t)H(t)]2
ΩK(t0) , (2.29)
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this implies that at early times the curvature must have been extremely small in
order to agree with the observations today. For instance, during the Big Bang
Nucleosynthesis its value should be of the order of |ΩK,BBN | . 10−18, while
back in the Planck epoch this projected value becomes |ΩK,Planck| . 10−63,
indicating a very flat geometry (fine-tuned?) in the early Universe.

2.7 The inflationary paradigm

Cosmological inflation is a period of rapid, accelerated expansion of the Uni-
verse, which is proposed to have happened between the Planck and the radia-
tion dominated era. This idea was proposed independently by Alexei Starobin-
ski [30] and Alan Guth [31], and it provided a solution for the Horizon and
Flatness problems.

The horizon problem is solved naturally if we allow the universe to expand
sufficiently to allow the whole sky to be in causal contact during recombina-
tion, thus allowing for homogeneity in the CMB temperature. Assuming expo-
nential (quasi) de Sitter expansion, the scale factor scales like a(t) ' ainie

H∆t,
while the Hubble radius becomes nearly constant. The condition to solve the
horizon problem is none other than to request that the size of the observable
universe today (dH0) must be smaller than the size of the causal region at the
beginning of inflation (dHini),

dH0(t0)
aend

a0
< dHini(tini)

aend

aini
= dHini(tini)e

Nt , (2.30)

where aend and aini are the scale factor at the end and the beginning of inflation.
Plugging in number, we find that the necessary amount of expansion given by
the number of efolds is

N(t) = ln

[
a(t)

aini

]
& 60 . (2.31)

The flatness problem is also solved straightforwardly, given that the spatial
curvature during the de-Sitter phase scales like |ΩK| ∝ a−2, and therefore, it
decreases exponentially during inflation. This can explains the current obser-
vations if inflation lasted a period larger than N & 30− 40 efolds.



Chapter 3
Scalar-field inflation

This chapter introduces the dynamics of scalar field cosmologies commonly
used in inflationary theory. We review the case of single field slow-roll infla-
tion at the background level, following up with the treatment of perturbations.
After that, we analyze the connection between inflationary perturbations with
the characteristics of the primordial density perturbations and we explain how
these predictions are used to constrain inflation models with observations. For
simplicity, throughout this chapter we will assume a universe with a flat geom-
etry (i.e. K = 0).

3.1 Scalar-field dynamics

The following Einstein-Hilbert action describes cosmological models domi-
nated by a single scalar field

S =

∫
d4√−g

[
M2

pl

2
R− 1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− V (ϕ)

]
, (3.1)

where ϕ corresponds to the scalar field, or inflaton, and V (ϕ) is the scalar field
potential. The energy-momentum tensor is then given by

Tµν = ∂µϕ∂νϕ−
1

2
gµν ∂λϕ∂

λϕ− gµνV (ϕ) . (3.2)
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Assuming a FLRW metric background, the scalar field equation of motion are
given by the Klein-Gordon equation

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇− a−2(Diϕ)2/2 +
d

dϕ
V (ϕ) = 0 . (3.3)

and the energy density and pressure are defined as

ρ ≡ T 0
0 =

1

2
ϕ̇2 +

a−2

2
(Dkϕ)2 + V (ϕ) , (3.4)

p ≡ 1

3
T ii =

1

2
ϕ̇2 − a−2

6
(Dkϕ)2 − V (ϕ) . (3.5)

In analogy to the perfect fluid case, we can define an effective equation of state
for the system where

ω =
p

ρ
=

1
2 ϕ̇

2 − a−2

6 (Diϕ)2 − V (ϕ)
1
2 ϕ̇

2 + a−2

2 (Diϕ)2 + V (ϕ)
, (3.6)

and it is straightforward to see that to obtain a period of accelerated expansion,
involving a negative pressure dominated period, it suffices that

ω ' −1⇐⇒

{
V (ϕ) > ϕ̇2 ,

V (ϕ) > (∂kϕ)2 .
(3.7)

For the time being, we will consider the dynamics deep within the inflation-
ary period, which justifies the quasi-homogeneous treatment of the field, i.e.
∂kϕ∂

kϕ� V (ϕ), because, during inflation, thermal and quantum field per-
turbations quickly redshift as a consequence of the rapid expansion of the Uni-
verse.

3.2 Slow-roll inflation: background dynamics

Let us then consider the case where the background dynamics are dominated
by the potential, implying that the kinetic term is small, satisfying

ϕ̇2 � V (ϕ) . (3.8)



3.2. Slow-roll inflation: background dynamics 31

Under these conditions, the Universe’s expansion rate is governed by the fol-
lowing equations

H2 =
1

3M2
pl

[
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V

]
' V

3M2
pl

, (3.9)

ä

a
=

1

3M2
pl

[
−ϕ̇2 + V

]
' V

3M2
pl

. (3.10)

Assuming a small kinetic acceleration for the field, ϕ̈ � 3Hϕ̇, the Klein-
Gordon equation for the evolution of the field simplifies to

3Hϕ̇ =
d

dϕ
V , (3.11)

which is expressed in terms of the number of efolds reads

dϕ

dN
= −M2

pl

1

V

dV

dϕ
. (3.12)

We observe that the dynamics of the fields are thus governed by the shape of
the potential, which leads to a large number of efolds when the logarithm of
the potential is sufficiently flat. When that is the case, the slow-roll regime
becomes a dynamical attractor [32]. This can be verified by computing the
so-called “slow-roll parameters”. Even though there exist multiple definitions
for such parameters, the most commonly used are those defined in terms of the
Hubble-flow functions, which can be approximated in terms of the potential
and its derivatives,

ε1 ≡ −
Ḣ

H2
=

M2
pl

2

(
1

V

dV

dϕ

)2

+O(ε2) , (3.13)

ε2 ≡
Ḣ

HḢ
− 2

Ḣ

H2
= 2M2

pl

[(
1

V

dV

dϕ

)2

− 1

V

d2V

dϕ2

]
+O(ε2) , (3.14)

εn+1 ≡
d ln |εn|

dN
. (3.15)

A value of ε1 < 1 implies that the Universe is in accelerated expansion, i.e.
ä/a > 0. A small value in higher order terms is commonly used to ensure
slow-roll. As shown below, these parameters are also useful to compute ob-
servable predictions for a given model.
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3.3 Formalism of cosmological perturbations

Let us now consider the dynamics of perturbations during inflation. Deep
within slow-roll inflation, linear field perturbations become quickly redshifted
due to the expansion rate, described by a nearly constant Hubble parameter.
In this phase, the Universe is dominated by a large vacuum-energy where the
vacuum-expectation-value is given by the scalar-field potential ρ ' V (ϕ),
which in turn, defines the energy scale of inflation. In these circumstances,
quantum effects cannot be neglected as they become the primary source of
field excitations. The evolution of these modes can be described by the for-
malism of Cosmological Perturbation Theory (CPT). This approach is based
on the linearized Einstein equations, which provide an accurate description as
long as the energy perturbations are small, i.e. δρ/ρ� 1.

At the linear level, perturbations consisting of scalar, vector and tensor modes
decouple from each other. Thus, before commencing the calculations, it is
convenient to decompose the system into these three sectors. In the literature,
this procedure is known as the Scalar-Vector-Tensor (SVT) decomposition of
the metric [32].

3.3.1 Scalar-Vector-Tensor decomposition

Considering perturbation on a Universe where background dynamics follow
the FLRW solution,

gµν = gFLRW
µν + δgµν , (3.16)

the most general metric that includes perturbations read

ds2 = a2(η)
[
−(1 + 2A)dη2 + 2B̄idx

idη +
(
γij + Ēij

)
dxidxj

]
, (3.17)

The vector component can be further decomposed in

B̄i = DiB +Bi, with DiBi = 0. (3.18)
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In the same way, the tensor field Eij is decomposed into

Ēij = −2Cγij + 2DiDjE + 2D(iEj) + 2hij ,

with DiEi = 0, and Dihij = 0 , γ ijh ij = 0 ,
(3.19)

and, here, hij is a pure transverse-traceless tensor. Thus, this new metric con-
tain 10 new degrees of freedom corresponding to 4 scalars (A, B, C, E), plus
2 vectors with two polarizations each (Bi, Ei), and 1 tensor with also two
polarizations (hij).

3.3.2 Gauge freedom

Let us consider a generic infinitesimal gauge transformation given by

xµ → x̃µ = xµ − ξµ, (3.20)

where ξµ = (ξ0, ξ̄i) is an arbitrary four-vector. Once more, the vector compo-
nent ξ̄i can then be decomposed in

ξ̄i = Diξ + ξi with Diξi = 0 . (3.21)

Hence, this transformation represents a total of 4 degrees of freedom (two
from {ξ0, ξ} and two in {ξi}). Under a gauge transformation, the perturbation
quantities transform like [33]

A→ A+Hξ0 + ξ0′, B → B − ξ0 + ξ′, C → C +Hξ0, E → E + ξ,

(3.22)

Bi → B̃i + ξi′, Ei → Ei + ξi , (3.23)

hij → h ij , (3.24)

where we remind that the prime denotes the derivative with respect to the con-
formal time η. Given an arbitrary perturbed quantity δQ, this transforms like

δQ→ δQ+ LξQ (3.25)

where Lξ is the Lie derivative with respect to the vector ξµ.
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The scalar quantities A and B are interpreted as the lapse and shift functions
between two time-hypersurface. The quantity C relates to the scalar gravita-
tional curvature of the same hypersurface, so that

R ≡ γ ijR ij =
4

a2
DiD

iC . (3.26)

All these quantities depend on the geometry of the chosen time-hypersurface,
and therefore they are subject to variations under gauge transformations. On
the other hand, h ij is a gauge invariant quantity which corresponds to gravi-
tational waves. By taking into account Eqs. (3.22-3.23), other gauge invariant
quantities can be constructed; Common examples are the Bardeen potentials
defined as

Φ ≡ A+H
(
B − E′

)
+
(
B − E′

)′
, Ψ ≡ C −H(B − E′) . (3.27)

In addition, because of Eq. (3.25), any perturbation from a scalar quantity ϕ
can be redefined in a gauge invariant form as

δϕg.i. = δϕ+ ϕ′(B − E′) . (3.28)

On occasions, it is useful for performing calculations to fix the gauge. A com-
mon choice, is the Newtonian gauge (N.G.) or shear-less gauge, where one
fixes B = E = 0. In such a gauge, the above quantities reduce to

Φ = A
∣∣∣
N.G.

, Ψ = C
∣∣∣
N.G.

, and δϕg.i. = δϕ
∣∣∣
N.G.

. (3.29)

Other useful gauge invariant combinations are

ζ ≡ C − H

ϕ̇
δϕ = C

∣∣∣
(U.F.G)

, (3.30)

which corresponds to the curvature perturbations in the uniform-field gauge
(U.F.G), i.e. where one fixes δϕ = 0. And finally, the curvature perturbation
in the uniform density gauge (U.D.G), which fixes δρ = 0,

ζ̃ ≡ C − H

ρ̇
δρ = C

∣∣∣
(U.D.G)

. (3.31)
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These two quantities are convenient for studying inflationary perturbations. As
we will see below, the amplitude of curvature perturbations freezes at super-
Hubble scales. Thus, these gauge invariant quantities can be used to match (at
super-Hubble scales) the ζ perturbations (from inflation) to the ζ̃ perturbations
at later times in the radiation domination. Remarkably, both quantities coincide
at super-Hubble scales,

ζ ∼= ζ̃ at
k

H
� 1. (3.32)

3.4 The perturbed Einstein equations

We are considering now linear perturbations at first order in the Einstein equa-
tions, such as δGµν = M−2

pl δT
µ
ν , for a system concerning a single scalar field.

As mentioned before, the equations for scalars, vectors and tensors decouple
from each other, allowing us to consider them separately. For simplicity, we
fix the gauge freedom into the Newtonian gauge by imposing E = B = 0.
Nonetheless, we prescribe the dynamics using gauge-invariant quantities as
much as possible, so that it facilitates the transcription into other gauges.

3.4.1 Scalar perturbations

Taking only the scalar part of the metric, the line element reads

ds2
scalar =a2(η)

{
− (1 + 2A)dη2 + 2∂iBdxidη

+ [(1− 2C)δij + 2∂i∂jE] dxidxj
}
.

(3.33)

Fixing the gauge to the Newtonian gauge, allow us to rewrite the metric in
gauge invariant quantities as Φ = A, Ψ = C, B = 0, E = 0. Furthermore,
we notice that the non-diagonal (i 6= j) part of the ij-Einstein equations reads

for i 6= j: DiDj (Ψ− Φ) = δTij = 0 , (3.34)

using the fact that Tµν for a single scalar-field has vanishing non-diagonal
terms. This results in a further simplification as it implies Φ = Ψ. This allows
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us to write the remaining Einstein equations in the following form,

DkD
kΦ− 3HΦ′ − 3H2Φ =

1

2M2
pl

(
− ϕ′2Φ + ϕ′δϕ′g.i.

+
dV

dϕ
a2δϕg.i.

)
, (3.35)

(Φ′ +HΦ) =
1

2M2
pl

ϕ′δϕg.i., (3.36)

Φ′′ + 3HΦ′ + (2H′ +H2)Φ = − 1

2M2
pl

(
ϕ′2Φ− ϕ′δϕ′g.i.

+
dV

dϕ
a2δϕg.i.

)
. (3.37)

In the next step, we combine the above equations with the perturbed Klein-
Gordon equation,

δϕ′′+2Hδϕ′−∇2δϕ+a2δϕ
d2V

dϕ2
= 2(ϕ′′+2Hϕ′)Φ+ϕ′(Φ′+3Ψ′) , (3.38)

and, after some algebra, one can find a single evolution equation for Φ which
fully represents the only remaining scalar degree of the freedom

Φ′′ + 2

(
H− ϕ′′

ϕ′

)
Φ′ −DkD

kΦ + 2

(
H′ −Hϕ

′′

ϕ′

)
Φ = 0. (3.39)

As we will see below in section 3.5.1, the above equation can be rewritten in a
simpler form by making use of the so-called Mukhanov-Sasaki variable,

v = −a
√

2

Mpl

(
δϕ+ ϕ′

Φ

H

)
and z ≡ aϕ

′

H
, (3.40)

which turns Eq. (3.39) into a parametric oscillator

v′′ +

(
DkD

k − z′′

z

)
v = 0 . (3.41)
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3.4.2 Vector perturbations

The metric with only vector perturbations in the Newtonian gauge reads

ds2
vector = a2(η)

{
−dη2 + 2Bidx

idη +
[
δij + 2∂(iEj)

]
dxidxj

}
. (3.42)

Because the perturbed energy-momentum tensor δTµν for a scalar field does
not contain any source of vector perturbations, the first-order Einstein equa-
tions are

δG0
i |vector = − 1

2a2
DkD

k
(
E′i −Bi

)
= 0 , (3.43)

δGij |vector =
δik

a2
D(k

{[
E′j) −Bj)

]′
+ 2H

[
E′j) −Bj)

]}
= 0 . (3.44)

Using the gauge invariant quantity Φi ≡ E′i−Bi in the previous equations, we
obtain

DkD
kΦi = 0 , (3.45)

Φ′i + 2HΦi = 0 . (3.46)

which the later equation corresponds to a quickly decaying modes with no
sources. Since Φi ∝ a−2, and because a grows nearly exponentially during
inflation, it is justified to neglect vector perturbations during inflation.

3.4.3 Tensor perturbations

The metric for the tensor perturbations reads

ds2
tensor = a2(η)

[
−dη2 + (δij + hij)dx

idxj
]
, (3.47)

where we note that the metric perturbations hij are already gauge invariant. It
is convenient to express the two degrees of freedom in hij as

hij = a2

 h+ h× 0

h× h+ 0

0 0 0

 , (3.48)
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where α = +,× label the two polarizations. In a similar manner as for the
scalar perturbations, one finds that the first order perturbed Einstein equations
are

h′′α +
(

2H+DkD
k
)
hα = 0, (3.49)

which can also be rewritten in the following form

u′′α +

(
DkD

k − a′′

a

)
uα = 0 , with uα =

aMpl

2
hα . (3.50)

3.5 Quantum fluctuations during inflation

One of the most important successes of inflation is that when combined with
quantum mechanics, it provides a natural explanation of the CMB anisotropies
and the large-scale structure of the Universe. The previous section has pre-
pared the ground for studying these primordial quantum fluctuations gener-
ated during inflation. We have found that the evolution of scalar and tensors
modes, Eqs. (3.41) and (3.50), correspond to a parametric oscillator whose
amplitude “freezes” on super-Hubble scales (see below). On the other hand,
in the absence of vector sources, we have seen that vector modes can be safely
neglected after a few efolds of inflation. Hence, the “big picture” of inflation
is that modes are generated quantum mechanically at small sub-Hubble scales,
and then they are quickly stretched by the expansion beyond the Hubble ra-
dius and freeze in amplitude. Once inflation finishes, the Universe begins the
phase of decelerated expansion, allowing super-Hubble modes to “re-enter”
the causal domain, perturbing the post-inflationary Universe. See Fig. 3.1 for
an illustrative diagram.

In this section, we consider the quantum generation and evolution of scalar and
tensor perturbations that will allow us to formulate predictions on the primor-
dial power spectrum.
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Figure 3.1: This diagram illustrates the evolution of inflationary perturbations (blue
dashed lines) and the Hubble radius (solid lines) in the cosmic history of the Universe.
The horizontal axis represents the number of efold since the onset of the perturbations,
and the vertical axis shows the logarithmic measure of lengths. Once perturbations
exit the Hubble volume during inflation, their amplitude remains constant until they
re-enter again the causal volume at a later stage. This figure is taken from Ref. [34].
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3.5.1 Scalar perturbations:

Knowing that the scalar perturbations consist of only one degree of freedom,
it is convenient to describe the system in the comoving curvature gauge which
sets δϕ = 0. In this gauge, the scalar curvature is defined in a gauge invariant
quantity as

ζ ≡ C +Hδϕ
ϕ′

. (3.51)

After a rather lengthy analytical expansion [35], the action at second order in
perturbations reads

δS
(2)
scalar =

1

2

∫
d4x a3 ϕ̇

2

H2

[
ζ̇2 + a−2(∂iζ)2

]
=

1

2

∫
dη

∫
d3x

[
(v′)2 + (∂iv)2 +

z′′

z
v2

]
,

(3.52)

where the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable has been introduced, which in this gauge
is simply given by

v ≡ zζ , with z ≡ a ϕ̇
H

= a
√

2ε1Mpl . (3.53)

In Fourier space, quantum fluctuations of this scalar degree of freedom can
be treated by promoting the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable to a quantum operator
using the usual annihilation and creation operators,

v → v̂ =

∫
dk3

(2π)3

[
vk(τ)âke

ikx + v∗k(τ)â†ke
−ikx

]
, (3.54)

where âk and â†k satisfy the conventional commutation relation [âk, â
+
k ] =

iδ(3)(k − k′). The vacuum state is then defined by âk|0〉 = 0. The equation
of motion for each Fourier mode is then given by

v′′k +

(
k2 − z′′

z

)
vk = 0 , (3.55)
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recovering Eq. (3.41), where the effective mass term at first order in slow-roll
parameters is given by

z′′

z
=
ν2

S − 1/4

η2
, with νS =

3

2
+ ε1 −

1

2
ε2 +O(ε2) . (3.56)

Taking into account that during slow-roll inflation, in the k/H →∞ limit, the
solution of Eq. (3.55) reduces to the Bunch-Davies vacuum i.e. vk = eikη/

√
2k,

this fixes the general solution to

vk(η) =

√
−πη
2

ei
π
2

(νS+ 1
2

)H(1)
νS

(−kη) , (3.57)

where H(1)
νS is the Hankel function of the first kind. At super-Hubble scales,

that solution becomes

vk(η) = ei
π
2

(νS− 1
2

) Γ(νS)

Γ(3/2)

2νS−
3
2

√
2k

(−kη)−νS+ 1
2 for

k

H
� 1 . (3.58)

To recover an expression for the curvature perturbation, we first need to find
the explicit time-dependent function of z(η). This can be done by integrating
Eq. (3.56) and choosing a normalization such that at the time of Hubble cross-
ing it satisfies ζ(η∗) = a∗

√
2ε1∗Mpl. This yields to the following expression

z(η) = a∗
√

2ε1∗Mpl

(
η

η∗

)1/2−νS
, (3.59)

where the asterisk symbol (∗) denotes the quantities at Hubble crossing. We
are now in a position where we can compute the scalar curvature perturbation

ζk =
vk(η)

z(η)
, (3.60)

which in the k/H → 0 limit ζk tends to a constant.

We can now compute the two-point correlation function of scalar perturba-
tions, which is given by

〈ζkζk′〉 = |ζk|2 δ
(
k + k′

)
= (2π)3δ

(
k + k′

)
Pζ(k) ,

(3.61)
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where Pζ(k) is the scalar power-spectrum, which can be re-expressed in a
dimensionless quantity, so that

Pζ(k) =
k3

2π2
Pζ(k) . (3.62)

In the limit when ε1, ε2, ...→ 0 (and thus νS = 3/2), the power spectrum reads

Pζ0 =
1

8π2

H2
∗

M2
plε1∗

, (3.63)

where we have used the approximation η∗ ' −(1 + ε1∗)/(aH∗).

Instead, expanding it in slow-roll parameters around the pivot scale k∗, one
gets [32]

Pζ(k) = Pζ0
[
a

(S)
0 + a

(S)
1 ln

(
k

k∗

)
+ ...

]
, (3.64)

where the zeroth and first expansion coefficients are

a
(S)
0 = 1− (2C + 1)ε1∗ − Cε2∗ +O(ε2) , (3.65)

a
(S)
1 = −2ε1∗ − ε2∗ +O(ε2) , (3.66)

with C ≡ γEuler + ln 2− 2 and γEuler ' 0.5772 is the Euler’s constant.

At first order in slow-roll parameters, the deviation of the scalar power-spectrum
from scale invariance is given by the scalar spectral index,

nS − 1 ≡
d lnPζ
d ln k

= −2ε1∗ − ε2∗ +O(ε2) . (3.67)

3.5.2 Tensor perturbations:

The case for tensor is analogous to scalars only that now the equation of motion
is given by

u′′kα +

[
k2 − a′′

a

]
ukα = 0 , (3.68)
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where the effective mass at first order in slow-roll parameters is given by

a′′

a
=
ν2

T − 1/4

η2
, with νT '

3

2
+ ε1 . (3.69)

In that case, taking into account the two possible polarizations, the dimension-
less tensor power-spectrum reads

Ph(k) =
k3

2π2

∑
α=+,×

Phα(k) , (3.70)

and after the expansion in slow-roll parameters, one gets

Ph(k) = Ph0

[
a

(T)
0 + a

(T)
1 ln

(
k

k∗

)
+ ...

]
, (3.71)

where now

Ph0 =
2H2
∗

π2M2
pl

, (3.72)

and the coefficients are

a
(T)
0 = 1− (2C + 1)ε1∗ +O(ε2) , (3.73)

a
(T)
1 = −2ε1∗ +O(ε2) . (3.74)

Finally, the tilt of the tensor power-spectrum is then given by

nT ≡
d lnPh
d ln k

= −2ε1∗ +O(ε2) . (3.75)

3.6 Contact with observations

Assuming the slow-roll regime, the amplitude and the spectral tilt of the scalar
and tensor power spectra can thus be derived at first order in slow-roll param-
eters. These can be expressed in terms of the potential and its derivatives,
providing a prediction that can be tested in the CMB anisotropy observations.
The latest measurements by the Planck experiment [12] set the scalar power-
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spectrum amplitude and spectral index to

AS = Pζ(k∗) = (2.098± 0.101)× 10−9 ,

nS = 0.968± 0.004 ,
(3.76)

corresponding to a deviation from scale-invariance exceeding the 5σ level.

So far, no significant evidence for primordial tensor perturbations has been
found yet, which has already ruled out some models. This is done by the
combined prediction using the spectral index nS, and the tensor-to-scalar ratio
r, which is defined as

r ≡ Ph
Pζ
' −8nT ' 16ε1∗ . (3.77)

Planck data sets the upper bound limits on the tensor-to-scalar ratio to

r < 0.07 . (3.78)

The most favoured models by to-date observations are those with a plateau-
shape potential, as it is the case of Starobinsky inflation (or R2 inflation), and
Higgs inflation with non-minimal coupling to gravity. These models predict
a nS ' 0.965 and r ' 0.0035 assuming a minimal number of efolds such
that N∗ = 55. These values are in very much in agreement with the latest
observations [12]. More details about Starobinsky and Higgs inflation can be
found in the Appendix A.
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Figure 3.2: Constraints for the spectral index and the scalar-to-tensor-ratio with ref-
erence k∗ = 0.002 Mpc−1 constructed in a combination of data sets from Planck,
BICEP2/Keck Array and BAO. The legend shows the prediction of a selection of in-
flationary models. Figure taken from Ref. [12].
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3.7 Scalar fields with non-minimal coupling

In this section, we introduce the covariant formalism for gravitating scalar
fields, which is later used in Chapter 6 in the context of Higgs inflation. In
here, though, we do not assume any particular inflationary potential, and we
allow the scalar fields to be non-minimally coupled to gravity, with a term pro-
portional to∼ ξR̄φ̄2. These non-minimal coupling terms are the ones naturally
generated by the one-loop order of quantum corrections to the Einstein-Hilbert
action of a minimally coupled scalar field [36], where ξ is a free parameter cor-
responding to the coupling strength.

Let us begin by considering a universe containing an arbitrary number of scalar
fields φ̄I , labelled by Latin capital letters I, J,K = 1, 2, ..., N , which can be
non-minimally coupled to gravity with coupling strength ξI . The action now
reads

S =

∫
d4x
√
−ḡ
[
f(φ̄I)R̄−

M2
pl

2
δIJ ḡ

µν∂µφ̄
I∂ν φ̄

J − U(φ̄I)
]
, (3.79)

where U(φ̄I) is the scalar field potential, and f(φ̄I) is a function of the fields
such

f(φ̄I) =
M2

pl

2

(
1 +

N∑
K

ξK φ̄
2
K

)
. (3.80)

This action is written in what is known as the Jordan frame, because the non-
minimal couplings between the fields and the Ricci scalar are written explicitly.
Note that the evolution equations of such a system do not correspond to the
Einstein equations, as derived in section 2.1. However, it is possible to make a
transformation into a new frame, the so-called Einstein frame, where both the
metric and scalar fields have been redefined in such a way that non-minimal
couplings terms are hidden in the new transformed variables. We are using the
notation where the variables with an upper-bar or “hat” are described in the
Jordan frame, while those without upper-bar are those redefined in the Einstein
frame.
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The transformation into the Einstein frame consists of rescaling of the metric
tensor, such as

ḡµν(x)→ gµν(x) =
2

M2
pl

f
(
φ̄I
)
ḡµν(x) . (3.81)

Rewriting the action using the new metric, but keeping for the moment the
scalar fields in the original Jordan-frame form, reads

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R−

M2
pl

2
GIJ(φ̄K)gµν∂µφ̄

I∂ν φ̄
J − V (φ̄I)

]
, (3.82)

where GIJ(φK) is a field-space metric containing the mixing with the non-
minimal coupling,

GIJ(φ̄K) =
M2

pl

2f(φ̄K)

[
δIJ +

3

f(φ̄K)

∂f(φ̄K)

∂φ̄I
∂f(φ̄K)

∂φ̄J

]
, (3.83)

and the field potential has been redefined as

V (φ̄I) =
M4

pl

4f2(φ̄I)
U(φ̄I). (3.84)

After this transformation, we recover the metric equations of motion to be the
Einstein equations, where now the energy-momentum tensor reads

Tµν = GIJ∂µφ̄I∂ν φ̄J − gµν
[

1

2
GIJ∂αφ̄I∂αφ̄J + V (φ̄I)

]
, (3.85)

and the evolution of the fields is described by

gµν∇µ∇ν φ̄I + gµνΓIJK∂µφ̄
J∂ν φ̄

K − GIJ ∂

∂φ̄J
V (φ̄K) = 0 . (3.86)

We note the additional terms containing the Christoffel symbols ΓIJK(φL),
which are constructed from the field-space metric GIJ .

In addition, one can also choose to transform the scalar-fields φ̄I into a canon-
ically normalized form in the Einstein frame, say ΦI . One has to solve the
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following system of equations

M2
pl

2
GIJgµν∂µφ̄I∂ν φ̄J = δIJg

µν∂µΦI∂νΦJ . (3.87)

This transformation further simplifies the action in Eq. (3.82), recovering the
classical Klein-Gordon equations for the evolution of the fields,

�ΦI − ∂

∂ΦI
V (ΦK) = 0 . (3.88)

However, such transformation cannot be found analytically for the whole-field
space when the manifold represented by GIJ is curved. For the single scalar-
field case, though, this is never a problem.

3.8 Before and after inflation

The initial conditions issue

As we have seen, in the theories of inflation, the Universe undergoes an early
phase of nearly exponential, accelerated expansion. Inflation naturally solves
the horizon and the flatness problems inherent in the original Big Bang model.
In the simplest case, the inflaton corresponds to of scalar field that slowly rolls
down a logarithmically flat potential. Quantum fluctuations during inflation
predict adiabatic and nearly scale-invariant curvature power spectrum, which
matches with observations from the CMB. In addition, these fluctuations pro-
vide the seeding mechanism for structure formation in our Universe. The latest
results from Planck [12,13] favour the plateau-like potentials [37], and partic-
ularly, the Starobinsky and Higgs inflation model.

Still, inflation takes place when the scalar field potential dominates the en-
ergy density of the Universe, and thus, the scalar field’s kinetic and gradient
energies must be subdominant. At first glance, it seems that to explain the
homogeneity of the CMB, one introduces a mechanism (inflation) that already
requires a significant amount of homogeneity, to begin with. This is probably
why the initial conditions for inflation have been a subject of debate and con-
troversy for the last thirty years. In chapters 5 and 6, we will aim to answer the
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following question: Can generic (inhomogeneous) preinflationary scenarios
successfully lead to the beginning of inflation?

The reheating phase

The original Hot big bang model rapidly acquired broad community accep-
tance once the CMB was discovered. Indeed, the CMB was a consequence of
the existence of a hot primordial plasma at an earlier stage of the Universe’s
history. Therefore, the attempts to solve the issues of homogeneity and flat-
ness, as well as explaining the origin of primordial perturbations by including
the inflationary phase, must be linked to a mechanism to create such a pri-
mordial plasma. Indeed, the rapid and accelerated expansion in scalar field
inflation is driven by the scalar-field condensate in its ground state, or “vac-
uum", and, thus, by the potential. This scenario is very much the opposite of
the hot dense plasma which it is supposed to be linked with. The (p)reheating
phase is thus a mechanism where the energy stored in the inflaton condensate
is efficiently transferred to large amounts of particle production, creating the
plasma. A common preheating mechanism is based on the parametric reso-
nances occurring when the inflaton field rapidly oscillates around the poten-
tial’s minimum after the end of inflation.

In the last decade, the phase of preheating has been studied exhaustively us-
ing numerical lattice simulations under the assumption of linearized Einstein
equations, which ignores the backreaction effects of metric fluctuations. In
this thesis, in Chapter 6, we present our investigations of the preheating mech-
anism in full gravitational glory assuming the Higgs inflation model.

The questions of the initial conditions and the preheating are very hard to tackle
purely by analytical or perturbative methods, as these method do not account
for relevant non-perturbative phenomena. Thus, numerical methods are needed
to consider them, specially with a full gravitational treatment. In the next chap-
ter, we present the formalism that we will use for numerical General Relativity
simulations.
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Figure 3.3: Illustration of the inflaton trajectory during slow-roll inflation at the
potential’s plateau and the posterior preheating phase once the inflaton reaches the
potential’s minimum.



Chapter 4
Inhomogeneous Cosmology

We now proceed to study cosmological processes in full General Relativity.
This is necessary for scenarios where the non-linear dynamical equations of
Einstein equations become relevant, for example when concerning inhomoge-
neous systems with large energy fluctuations and/or systems with strong grav-
ity regions. We discuss the 3+1 formalism, which yields the well-established
Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) equations [38], and its later adaptations to
make them suitable for numerical simulations, solvable by Cauchy integration
within numerical accuracy. Finally, we discuss its implementation to study
fundamental physics and cosmology, focusing on scalar field systems in the
context of inflation.

4.1 Foliations of spacetime

Assuming that spacetime is a 4-dimensional manifold M represented by the
metric gµν , we want to reformulate the dynamical system in a 3+1 form such
that the spacetime manifold is split into a collection of 3-dimensional, spatial
and non-intersecting hypersurfaces Σt. That way, we can parametrize a time
curve as

tµ = αnµ + βieµi eµi =

(
dx̄µ

dxi

)
t

, (4.1)

where nµ and eµi are the unitary normal and tangential vectors with respect Σt,
respectively. The lapse α and shift functions βi define the spacetime foliation
and correspond to the gauge choice (see illustration in Fig. 4.1). In that sense,
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the 4-dimensional metric gµν is split in the following manner

gµν = −nµnν + γijeµi e
ν
j , (4.2)

where γµν ≡ γijeµi e
ν
j is the 3-dimensional metric (or 3-metric) of Σt. By

construction, nµ is defined timelike i.e. nµnµ = −1, and reads

nµ = (−α,~0) , nµ =

(
1

α
,−β

i

α

)
, (4.3)

and, without loss of generality, the line element is now given by

ds2 = −α2dt2 + γij(dx
i + βidt)(dxj + βjdt) . (4.4)

The 4-dimensional Riemann curvature (4)Rµνδγ can be expressed in terms of
spatial quantities: the so-called intrinsic and extrinsic curvature. The intrin-
sic curvature is simply given by the 3-dimensional Riemann tensor (3)Rµνδλ
associated with the metric γµν , while the extrinsic curvature is defined by mea-
suring the variation of nµ after parallel transport throughout the metric,

Kµν ≡ −γσµ∇σnν = −(∇µnν + nµn
σ∇σnν) . (4.5)

By definition, the extrinsic curvature is a purely spatial and tangent tensor so
that nµKµν = 0. Remarkably, it can also be defined as the Lie derivative of
the 3-metric with respect to the vector nµ [39],

Kµν = −1

2
Lnγµν . (4.6)

4.2 Dynamics of spacetime

The next step is to redefine the Einstein equations within the framework of
the 3+1 formalism and to define a set of constraint equations that ensures that
General Relativity is satisfied, as well as a set of evolution equations that allow
us to evolve the variables (γµν , Kµν) forward in time. To do so, we project the
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Figure 4.1: Representation of the foliation of spacetime in the (3+1) formalism. The
two hypersurfaces Σt and Σt+δt represent the system at two different times. Figure
adapted from Ref. [39].

4-dimensional Riemann tensor using the splitting of the metric as it is defined
in Eq. (4.2).

After some elegant algebra [39, 40], one finds the so-called Gauss equations,

γαµγ
β
ν γ

γ
σγ

δ
λ

(4)Rαβγδ = (3)Rµνσλ +KµσKνλ +KµλKνσ , (4.7)

the Codazzi-Mainardi equations,

γαµγ
β
ν γ

γ
σn

δ (4)Rαβγδ = DµKνσ −DνKµσ , (4.8)

and the Ricci equations,

γαµγ
β
ν n

γnδ (4)Rαβγδ = LnKµν +KµσK
σ
ν +

1

α
DµDν α . (4.9)
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The projection of the matter sector described by an arbitrary energy-momentum
tensor, yields

ρ ≡ nαnβTαβ , (4.10)

Sµ ≡ γαµnβTαβ , (4.11)

Sµν ≡ γαµγβν Tαβ , (4.12)

S ≡ γµνSµν . (4.13)

Noticing that the projections of the Einstein tensor can be expressed in terms
of the twice-contracted Gauss and Codazzi-Mainardi equations,

2nαnβGαβ = γµσγνλ (4)Rµνσλ

= R+K2 −KαβK
αβ ,

(4.14)

and

2γαµn
βGαβ = −γαµγβγnλ (4)Rαβγλ

= DαK
α
µ −DµK ,

(4.15)

where K ≡ Ki
i = Tr(Kij). Thus, we can construct the Hamiltonian and

Momentum constraint equations by substituting in the Einstein equations the
combination of Eq. (4.14) with (4.10) and (4.15) with (4.11). This gives us

H ≡ R+K2 −KijK
ij − 2

M2
pl

πρ = 0 ,

Mi ≡ DjK
j
i −DiK −

1

M2
pl

πSi = 0 .

(4.16)

(4.17)

These equations, (4.16) and (4.17), give us the necessary conditions so that a
3-dimensional hypersurface Σt is a valid foliation that is embedded in the 4-
dimensional manifoldM. In other words, these conditions need to be satisfied
for a gravitational system at any given time hypersurface. In addition, these
equations are used to compute the valid initial data for numerical simulations.
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The evolution of the 3-metric is given by Eq. (4.6), by noticing that

Kij = −1

2
Lnγij

= −1

2
L

( t
α
− β
α

)
γij

= − 1

2α
(∂tγij − Lβγij) ,

(4.18)

which yields

∂tγij − Lβγij = −2αKij . (4.19)

The evolution of the extrinsic curvature is derived using the Ricci equation
(4.9). The 4-Riemann tensor can be rewritten as

γαµγ
β
ν n

λnδ (4)Rαβλδ = γλαγδµγ
β
ν

(4)Rαβλδ − γβµγαν (4)Rαβ (4.20)

where the first term can be substituted by the Gauss equation (4.7). Now, the
second term can also be eliminated using the alternative form of the Einstein
equations,

γβµγ
α
ν

(4)Rαβ =
1

M2
pl

γβµγ
α
ν

(
Tαβ −

1

2
gαβT

)
, (4.21)

with T ≡ gµνTµν .

Putting everything together, using the definition of ρ, Sµν and S in Eqs. (4.10-
4.13), the evolution equation for Kµν reads

∂tKµν − LβKµν = −DµDν α+ α
[

(3)Rµν +KKµν − 2KµλK
λ
ν

]
− α

M2
pl

[
Sµν +

1

2
γµν(ρ− S)

]
.

(4.22)

The framework developed in this section yielding to the Hamiltonian and Mo-
mentum constraints Eqs. (4.16) and (4.17), and the evolution equations of γµν
and Kµν in Eqs. (4.19) and (4.22) are usually known as the ADM equations
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after the work of Arnowitt, Deser and Misner in Ref. [38] (see also [41]). In
their final form, all these equations are defined by purely spatial quantities,
and therefore, they can be more conveniently rewritten using only the (Latin)
spatial indices.

4.3 Numerics and stability

The ADM system of equations is, in principle, already in a form apt for numer-
ical implementation: it contains a set of constraint equations which ensures the
validity of initial and evolved data with respect to General Relativity, and also
contains a complete set of evolution equations that can be used to evolve the
gravitating system forward in time.

However, the current formulation is not well-possed, and numerical integra-
tion of non-trivial situations typically fail due to the unbounded growth of
constraint-violating modes arising from numerical errors. The desired property
of well-possedness requires a system of evolution equations that are strongly
hyperbolic1. Instead, the ADM formalism in 3 or higher spatial dimensions is
found to be weekly-hyperbolic due to the propagation of an unphysical scalar
mode present in the (crossed) second-order partial derivatives of the metric ten-
sor [42]. For a more detailed discussion on this problem, we refer the reader
to the references listed at the end of this section.

Indeed, taking a closer inspection into Eq. (4.22), it reveals that the evolution
of the extrinsic curvature is dependent on the Ricci tensor, which, expressed in
terms of second-derivatives of the metric, reads

(3)R ij =− 1

2
∂k∂

kγ ij +
1

2
γkl (∂i∂lγkj + ∂k∂jγil − ∂i∂jγkl)

+ γkl
[
Γmil Γmkj − ΓmijΓmkl

]
.

(4.23)

1Assuming a system of equations like ∂t~u + M i∂i~u = ~s(~u) where ~u is a vector of the
evolved variables, M i the characteristic matrix and ~s a source term. When M i has a complete
set of real eigenvalues, then the system is said to be weekly-hyperbolic. If, in addition, M i also
has a complete said of eigenvectors, then the system is known to be strongly hyperbolic [40].
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The first term corresponds to a strongly hyperbolic wave equation and there-
fore is not an issue for numerical integration. The same is true for the last term
in square brackets, as this consists of the product of several first-derivatives
of the metric encoded in the Christoffel symbols. The problematic term is the
one denoted within the round brackets, because this one contains the second
cross-derivatives of the metric and, as mentioned before, they contain hidden
the unphysical scalar mode. Solving the problem, thus, will consist on finding
smart reformulations for efficiently removing or replacing these terms.

In the literature, there exist several reformulations of the Einstein equations
that intend to alleviate this problem. In the next section, we describe the
commonly used Baumgarte-Shapiro - Shibata-Nakamura (BSSN) formalism,
which is later used in this thesis. We refer the interested reader to the standard
numerical relativity books (Alcubierre 2008, Baumgarte & Shapiro 2010, Shi-
bata 2015) for an additional and more detailed discussion on these numerical
aspects.

4.4 The BSSN scheme

The Baumgarte, Shapiro, Shibata and Nakamura (BSSN) formalism was fully
developed in 1999 [42, 43], and consists of a modification of the ADM equa-
tions presented in section 4.2. This adaptation rewrites the system of equations
into a strong hyperbolic set of equations well suited for numerical simulations.
In short, these modifications are based on a conformal decomposition of the 3-
metric and extrinsic curvature, which facilitates the isolation of a scalar mode
in Eq. (4.23), and then substitute the problematic cross derivatives of the met-
ric with terms containing a new evolved variable, Γ̃i, that encodes the metric’s
first derivatives. Then, the evolution equations of Γ̃i are derived, in which,
importantly, the unphysical scalar mode is abstent.

The conformal decomposition of the 3-metric is as follows:

γ̃ ij = χγ ij with det(γ̃ ij) = 1 , (4.24)

where γ̃ ij is the conformal 3-metric and χ is the conformal factor. Addition-
ally, the extrinsic curvature is decomposed into its trace K and the conformal
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traceless part Ã ij ,

Kij = χ

(
Ã ij +

1

3
γ̃ ijK

)
. (4.25)

In terms of these quantities, the Hamiltonian and momentum constraints read

H ≡ (3)R− Ã ijÃ
ij +

2

3
K2 − 2

M2
pl

ρ = 0 ,

Mi ≡ ∂jÃ ij + Γ̃inmÃ
nm − 3

2
Ã ij ∂iχ

χ
− 2

3
γ̃ ij∂jK −

1

M2
pl

Si = 0 ,

(4.26)

(4.27)

where Γ̃l ij are the Christoffel symbols with respect to the conformal metric.

The evolution equations of the evolved variables, after the conformal decom-
position, are

∂tχ =
2

3
αχK − 2

3
χ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kχ ,

∂tγ̃ij = −2α Ãij + γ̃ik ∂jβ
k + γ̃jk ∂iβ

k

− 2

3
γ̃ij ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kγ̃ij ,

∂tK = −γijDiDjα+ α

(
ÃijÃ

ij +
1

3
K2

)
+

1

2M2
pl

α(ρ+ S) + βi∂iK ,

∂tÃij =

[
−χDiDjα+ χα

(
(3)Rij −

1

M2
pl

Sij

)]TF

+ α(KÃij − 2Ãil Ã
l
j)

+ Ãik ∂jβ
k + Ãjk ∂iβ

k

− 2

3
Ãij ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kÃij ,

(4.28)

(4.29)

(4.30)

(4.31)

where the superscript TF denotes the trace-free parts of the corresponding ten-
sor within the brackets.
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These modifications allow us to split the Ricci tensor present in Eq. (4.31) in
the form (3)R ij = Rχ

ij + R̃ ij , so that

Rχ
ij ≡

1

2χ

(
D̃iD̃jχ+ γ̃ ijD̃mD̃

mχ
)

− 1

4χ2

(
D̃iχD̃jχ+ 3γ̃ ijD̃mχD̃

mχ
)
,

(4.32)

and

R̃ ij ≡−
1

2
γ̃mn∂n∂mγ̃ ij + γ̃m(i∂j)Γ̃

m + Γ̃mΓ̃(ij)m

+ γ̃mn
(

2 Γ̃qm(i Γ̃j)qn + Γ̃qinΓ̃qmj

)
,

(4.33)

where we have introduced three new evolved auxiliary variables, which corre-
spond to the contracted conformal connection

Γ̃i ≡ γ̃mnΓ̃imn = −∂j γ̃ ij . (4.34)

We note that Eq. (4.33) is now written mostly in terms of first derivatives of
evolved variables, except the first term which is conveniently in the form of a
strongly-hyperbolic wave equation.

The evolution equations of Γ̃i are constructed from Eq. (4.29), which yields

∂tΓ̃
i = −∂j

(
2α Ãij + γ̃im ∂jβ

m + γ̃jm ∂iβ
m
)
. (4.35)

This equation contains the divergence of the traceless extrinsic curvature, i.e.
∂jÃ

ij ∝ ∂j∂tγ̃
ij , and thus it would reintroduce the problem this formulation

intends to solve. However, we can make use of the momentum constraint
(4.27) to substitute this term, so that

∂jÃ
ij = −Γ̃inmÃ

nm +
3

2
Ã ij ∂iχ

χ
+

2

3
γ̃ ij∂jK +

1

M2
pl

Si . (4.36)



60 Chapter 4. Inhomogeneous Cosmology

In the final form, the evolution equations of Γ̃i become

∂tΓ̃
i = 2α

(
Γ̃ijk Ã

jk − 2

3
γ̃ij∂jK −

3

2
Ãij

∂jχ

χ

)
− 2 Ãij ∂jα−

2

M2
pl

α γ̃ij Sj

+ βk∂kΓ̃
i + γ̃jk∂j∂kβ

i +
1

3
γ̃ij∂j∂kβ

k +
2

3
Γ̃i ∂kβ

k − Γ̃k∂kβ
i .

(4.37)

Note that in this reformulation, the evolution equations do not contain terms
with derivatives of γ̃ ij or Ã ij , except for advection terms and the well-behaving
wave equation ∂k∂kγ̃ ij . This is the key of the success of the formalism that
greatly improves the numerical stability of the system.

The set of evolution equations (4.28)-(4.31) and (4.37) are known as the BSSN
equations, and they are well-suited for the numerical integration. This is the
underlying framework used in the numerical investigations presented in the
following sections of this thesis.

4.5 Numerical Cosmology

We now want to use the ADM/BSSN formalism to describe cosmological sce-
narios, thus we proceed with identifying the numerical quantities commonly
used in cosmology, putting particular emphasis on the terms beyond the sym-
metries of the FLRW Universe.

nI this exercise, we want to map the BSSN variables into the cosmological vari-
ables such as the scale factor a, the Hubble rate H and the equation of state ω.
In FLRW setups, all these quantities are defined globally so they are all func-
tions of time only. This allows taking these quantities as background quantities
where perturbations evolve on top. However, in our studies such a background
cannot be uniquely defined so for the moment we will use local quantities, and
therefore they are now functions of the spatial grid coordinates and the tempo-
ral slicing. With this in mind, and without loss of generality, let us fix βi = 0

but keeping α as an arbitrary gauge choice. Then, the cosmological scale fac-
tor can be identified with the conformal factor so that a2(~x, t) = χ−1(~x, t)



4.5. Numerical Cosmology 61

and, using Eq. (4.28), the Universe’s expansion rate reads

H ≡ ȧ

a
= −1

2

∂tχ

χ
= −1

3
αK . (4.38)

In the gravitational sector, the energy associated with the gravitational vector
and tensor modes is given by

ρshear =
M2

pl

2
Ã ijÃ

ij ∝ ∂tγ̃ ij∂tγ̃ ij , (4.39)

and the curvature’s contribution to the energy budget is written in terms of the
Ricci scalar (of the 3-metric)

ρR =
M2

pl

2
(3)R . (4.40)

After these definitions, one can rewrite the Hamiltonian constraint of Eq. (4.26)
into the inhomogeneous analogue version of the Friedmann-Lemaître equa-
tion,

⇒ H2 =
1

3M2
pl

(ρ+ ρshear − ρR) . (4.41)

In addition, the acceleration equation can be thus derived by taking the time
derivative of Eq. (4.38) in combination with Eq. (4.30), the result reads

ä

a
= −α

3

[
α̇

α
K −DiDiα+ α

2

M2
pl

(
ρshear +

1

4
T

)]
, (4.42)

with T ≡ ρ+ S = 3ρ

(
1

3
+ ω

)
.

By interpreting Eq. (4.42) in the Eulerian synchronous gauge (i.e. α = 1), we
can infer that the conditions needed for a positive accelerated expansion of the
Universe are

ωϕ < −
1

3
, (4.43)

ρshear <

∣∣∣∣34ρ
(

1

3
+ ω

)∣∣∣∣ . (4.44)
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As a result, one finds that the Universe’s expansion rate is governed by the
interplay between the energy density ρ, the equation of state ω and the energy
associated with the gravitational tensor-vector modes ρshear.

In occasions, we will want to make a connection to global quantities, ergo to
larger scales. In chapters 5 and 6, we will use the physical volume average
overall the simulation grid and treat these average measures as the “back-
ground" quantities at a given time hypersurface. This is motivated in our
studies because of the use of periodic boundary conditions and it will al-
low us to compare the evolution of these average quantities in comparison
to FLRW ones. However, we should stress that this averaging procedure is
not unique [44,45] and that it is strongly dependent on the spacetime foliation,
and therefore on the gauge choice. In our studies, this choice is justified as
the system either converges (inflation onset) or begins (preheating onset) in,
approximately, a FLRW Universe.

4.6 Dynamics of scalar fields

Let us consider the generic case of an arbitrary number of scalar fields in the
Jordan frame φI , with an arbitrary non-minimal coupling ξI . However, we
compute their evolution in the Einstein frame (thus, obeying the Einstein equa-
tions, see Sec. 3.7). The energy-momentum tensor is given by

Tµν = GIJ∂µφI∂νφJ − gµν
[

1

2
GIJ∂αφI∂αφJ + V (φI)

]
, (4.45)

and the Klein-Gordon equation reads

gµν∇µ∇νφI = GIJ ∂V (φK)

∂φJ
+ ΓIJKg

µν∇µφJ∇νφK . (4.46)

Now we want to reformulate the equations of motion consistently within the
3+1 formalism. Hence, we manipulate first the right-hand-side in Eq. (4.46),

gµν∇µ∇νφI = (nµnν + γµν)∇µ∇νφI , (4.47)
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where

γµν∇µ∇νφI = DµD
µφ+K

(
nµ∂µφ

I
)
, (4.48)

and

nµnν∇µ∇νφI = nν∂ν
(
nµ∂µφ

I
)
− 1

α
γµν∂µα∂νφ

I . (4.49)

We can now define the scalar field momentum as a free (evolved) variable,

ΠI ≡ nµ∂µφI , (4.50)

which can be substituted in Eqs. (4.48) and (4.49), as well as in the last term
of the left-hand-side of Eq. (4.46), i.e.

ΓIJKg
µν∇µφJ∇νφK = ΓIJK

(
ΠIΠJ + γµν∂µφ

I∂νφ
J
)
. (4.51)

The complete system of evolution equations now reads

∂tΠ
I
M = βi∂iΠ

I
M + α∂i∂iφ

I + ∂iφ
I ∂iα+ α

(
KΠI

M − γijΓkij∂kφI
)

(4.52)

+ α
[
ΓIJK

(
−ΠJ

MΠK
M + γ ij∂iφ

J∂jφ
K
)
− GIJ d

dφJ
V (φK)

]
,

∂tφ
I = αΠI

M + βi∂iφ
I . (4.53)

These equations simplify in the case of canonically normalized scalar-fields (or
minimally-coupled scalar-fields, e.g. ξI = 0) where ΓIJK = 0 and GIJ = δIJ .





Chapter 5
Initial conditions in single-field
Starobinsky/Higgs inflation

5.1 Preamble

In Chapter 2 we have introduced the basics of the inflationary paradigm, focus-
ing on the description of the slow-roll regime and the mechanism for the gen-
eration of scalar and tensor perturbations with a nearly scale-invariant power
spectrum. A different question, though, is how feasible it is for the inflation-
ary regime to begin in the first place, and if it requires any kind of fine-tuning
for inflation to start. We investigate this question in Ref. [1], using full Gen-
eral Relativity simulations based on the formalism described in Chapter 4. We
focus on the Higgs/Starobinsky models, which are favoured by the Planck ob-
servations [12]. These models fall in the categories of plateau-shape potentials
at super-Planckian field values, ϕ � Mpl. See the Appendix A for more in-
depth details of these models.

The paper includes a detailed introduction and summary of previous works on
the topic. However, I would like to highlight two relevant publications that
have served as a starting point for our work. The first is the work by K. Clough
and E. Lim et. al. in Ref. [46] where they also use numerical General Rel-
ativity simulations to investigate the robustness of inflation to initial inhomo-
geneous field configurations for some canonical small-field and large-field in-
flation models. They focus on initial conditions consisting of gradients (i.e.
with vanishing kinetic energy) at length scales slightly larger than the Hubble
radius. Regarding the large-field models, the three key findings relevant to our
work are:
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• There is no “overshooting" problem: the scalar field hardly leaves the
inflation-allowed region of the potential during the preinflationary epoch.
This is not necessarily true for small-field models where the preinfla-
tionary evolution of the field can easily lead the field closer to the non-
inflationary region, reducing significantly the number of efolds of infla-
tion, or even preventing it.

• Local contracting regions do not prevent inflation: They tested scenar-
ios containing locally expanding and contracting regions. As long as the
simulated region was expanding in average, i.e. 〈K〉 < 0, inflation ends
up taking place.

• Black hole formation does not prevent inflation: large super-Hubble
fluctuations re-entering at Hubble scales might form black holes. How-
ever, the event-horizon radius of such black holes is always smaller than
the Hubble radius. Thus, the region outside those black holes does still
begin inflation.

The second relevant publication is Ref. [47] by D. Chowdhury, J. Martin,
C. Ringeval and V. Vennin. In this paper, the authors perform analytical and
computational studies (in linearized gravity) of several categories of inflation-
ary models, including Starobinsky-like potentials. They particularly investi-
gate initial conditions corresponding to strong (homogeneous) kination. These
conditions assume homogeneous field values but with large field velocities that
strongly violate the slow-roll conditions. They show that, for many of the con-
sidered models (Starobinski and Higgs models included), the slow-roll regime
is a dynamical attractor that leads to enough efolds of inflation, even when
starting from a strong kination phase.

In our work, we combine and expand the previous studies by considering
initial conditions containing either large gradients (i.e. with an equation of
state 〈ω〉 ≈ −1/3) and/or strong and inhomogeneous kination regions (i.e.
〈ω〉 ≈ 1). Furthermore, we study those initial scenarios at both super-Hubble
and sub-Hubble scales, and perform a detailed analysis of the dynamics, taking
metric and scalar-field fluctuations into account.
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The article is attached below and has been published in Physical Review D. It
is reproduced as published. Some of its content might be slightly redundant
with the (more detailed) introductory chapter of this thesis, we have chosen to
keep it that way to facilitate the readability.
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Research article

Inhomogeneous preinflation across Hubble scales in
full general relativity

Cristian Joana, Sébastien Clesse

We use of the 3+1 formalism of numerical relativity to investigate the ro-
bustness of Starobinsky and Higgs inflation to inhomogeneous initial con-
ditions, in the form of either field gradient or kinetic energy density. Sub-
Hubble and Hubble-sized fluctuations generically lead to inflation after
an oscillatory phase between gradient and kinetic energies. Hubble-sized
inhomogeneities also produce contracting regions that end up in the for-
mation of primordial black holes, subsequently diluted by inflation. We
analyse the dynamics of the preinflationary and the generation of vector
and tensor fluctuations. Our analysis further supports the robustness of
inflation to any size of inhomogeneity, in the field, velocity or equation-
of-state. At large field values, the preinflation dynamics only marginally
depends on the field potential and it is expected that such behaviour is uni-
versal and applies to any inflation potential of plateau-type, favoured by
CMB observations after Planck.

5.2 Introduction

In the inflationary paradigm, the Universe undergoes an early phase of nearly
exponential, accelerated expansion. Inflation naturally solves a series of prob-
lems of the standard cosmological model, among others the flatness and the
horizon problems. It is usually driven by one or several scalar fields that
slowly roll along an almost flat direction of their potential. Quantum fluc-
tuations during inflation provide adiabatic and nearly scale-invariant curvature
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fluctuations, whose primordial power spectrum is today well constrained by
cosmic microwave background (CMB) observations. The latest results from
Planck [12, 13] favour single-field inflation with a plateau-like potential [37],
such as the Higgs/Starobinsky inflation model. Despite those great successes,
the naturalness of the inflationary scenario has been questioned for about thirty
years. Indeed, inflation explains why the Universe is homogeneous over about
105 Hubble volumes at the time of the last scattering. But this would only
push backwards the fine-tuning issue if the triggering of inflation requires ho-
mogeneous initial conditions over several Hubble volumes. In such a case, the
appealing and naturalness of inflation would be strongly reduced.

The question of how homogeneous must be the Universe prior to inflation has
been addressed by several authors, with apparently contradictory results, so
that the initial fine-tuning issue has been unclear until recently. Linear density
fluctuations certainly do not prevent the onset of inflation [48–51]. But dealing
with the fully relativistic non-linear dynamics of large inhomogeneities, in-
cluding the backreactions on the Universe expansion, is a much more complex
problem. This requires to go beyond the linear theory of cosmological pertur-
bations, for instance by using the gradient expansion formalism [52,53] or non-
perturbative approximations to capture some of the nonlinear backreactions
[54]. In this context, methods of numerical relativity are well-suited [55–57]
but their use has been for a long time limited by computational resources. Re-
cently, numerical relativity in 3+1 dimensions has been used to study the early
universe cosmology in the context of inflation [46, 58–60], and possible al-
ternatives [61, 62]. Particularly, the problem of initial conditions for inflation
has been considered for several inflaton models and scalar field initial con-
figurations [46, 58, 59]. Despite these progresses, the required degree of ho-
mogeneity and the question of whether inflationary patches can emerge from
a landscape of non-linear scalar field fluctuations have been only solved in
some specific cases, and in general it is still controversial. First works ob-
tained that inflation cannot start from sub-Hubble non-linear fluctuations, for
instance in [55, 63, 64] by using numerical relativity in spherical symmetry,
and in [52] by using the gradient expansion formalism. An opposite result
was obtained in [57] by using the first numerical relativity simulations in 3+1
dimensions (see also [65]), which has been confirmed more recently in [58].
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In summary, despite recent progress, the mechanisms leading (or not) initial
non-linear inhomogeneities to inflate are not yet fully understood, as well as
their model dependence. This work aims to contribute to paving the way to a
better understanding of the fully relativistic non-linear preinflation dynamics,
and thereby a better view of viable and theoretically motivated inflationary
models.

In this paper, we investigate the inhomogeneous scalar field dynamics and the
possible onset of inflation, with the use of numerical relativity in 3+1 dimen-
sions. For this purpose, we rely on the GRCombo code [66], based on the
Baumgarte-Shapiro-Shibata-Nakamura (BSSN) formalism [67–69]. It is used
to solve the full Einstein field equations together with the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion for a scalar field. The BSSN formalism has been proved to be stable and
efficient for a variety of problems going from the dynamics of black hole bi-
naries to cosmological problems such as the gravitational collapse of cosmic
strings [70], the non-linear collapse of matter inhomogenities [71,72] and their
backreactions on the Universe expansion.

Our analysis focuses on the Higgs/Starobinsky inflation model. This choice
is well motivated for several reasons. First, the potential has a single param-
eter, fixed through the CMB power spectrum normalization. This restricts the
parameter space to explore to the initial conditions of the field. Second, it is
the best favoured (and the simplest) inflation model after Planck [37]. Third,
the model has been considered in [59], which allows us to compare some of
our results to the literature. In particular, we reproduce the case of a Gaussian
field fluctuation on top of a background field value lying in the slow-roll re-
gion. But compared to previous work, our analysis has been extended to study
more exhaustively the dynamics of the preinflation era and determine where
inflation can take place and for which fluctuation sizes. Not only we consider
the case of an inhomogeneous initial field, but also cases with inhomogeneous
field velocity and equation of state that had not been considered so far. Some
universal behaviours in the field and space-time dynamics are identified, de-
pending on the characteristic fluctuation sizes. Our results further support the
robustness of inflation against various configurations of initial conditions. And
for sub-Hubble and Hubble-sized fluctuations, they better emphasize a univer-
sal behaviour in the form of an oscillating equation of state, a signature of the
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respectively quick or slow wobbling between field gradient and kinetic terms
that alternatively dominate the total energy density.

For each considered case, we have monitored the evolution of all geometrical
quantities, the scalar field and its velocity. We identify the conditions under
which inflation can be triggered in some parts of the lattice, whereas other parts
can undergo a gravitational collapse leading to black hole formation. Finally,
we clarify and explain why previous works have led ostensibly to different
conclusions, which is related to the time at which the initial Hubble scale is
defined. We emphasize that the level of initial inhomogeneity is naturally re-
stricted if the energy density is initially dominated by field gradients. Inflation
is generally the natural outcome, except in regions where the field Laplacian is
maximal that can start contracting and collapse into preinflation black holes.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 5.3 we review previous results
in the topic of the inhomogeneous initial conditions of inflation. The Higgs
and Starobinsky models are introduced in Section 5.4. The BSSN formalism
of numerical relativity is detailed in Section 5.5 and its link to coarsed-grained
cosmology and metric perturbations is explained in Section 5.6. Section 5.7
describes the considered initial conditions. Our results are presented in Sec-
tion 5.8 and their implications are discussed in Section 5.9. Our conclusion
and the perspectives of this work are presented in Section 5.10. In appendix,
we provide more technical details on the convergence tests to check the stabil-
ity and validity of our simulations.

5.3 Summary of previous work

There exist only a few references having investigated the initial inhomogene-
ity problem of inflation. In this section, we give a brief and general overview
of previous works on this topic. The question of how generic or fine-tuned
are homogeneous initial conditions leading to inflation is another related issue,
also controversial, and we will make some connections to this problem, in par-
ticular to the slow-roll attractor solution and the dynamics of the preinflation
phase in the presence of a large kinetic term, for plateau inflation. We let the
interested reader to refer to the recent literature, see e.g. [47, 73–75].
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The first attempts to study the problem of inhomogeneous initial conditions us-
ing numerical relativity are due to Goldwirth and Piran in 1989 and 1990 [55,
64, 76]. The numerical method was introduced in [55] and their results were
presented in [64, 76] for five scalar field potentials: large-field inflation with
quadratic and quartic potentials, and small-field inflation with a quartic or a
Coleman Weinberg (CW) potential 1. They focused on spherically symmetric
cosmologies and found that only sufficiently large inhomogeneities, at least of
the size of the Hubble radius, can lead to large-field inflation. They gave an
estimate of the fluctuation size in units of H−1 preventing the onset of infla-
tion. For all these models, the onset of inflation required homogeneity over
several horizon sizes, at the noticeable exception of the CW potential. How-
ever, for small-field inflation, the onset of inflation requires tiny values of the
mean scalar field and its fluctuations. Thus, inflation seems to be less natural in
small-field inflation than in large-field inflation. Sub-Hubble fluctuations typi-
cally did not lead to inflation, because the slow-roll regime cannot be reached
before the mean-field value reaches the bottom of the potential. They never-
theless point out that for sub-Hubble fluctuations, inflation could nevertheless
be triggered if scalar field oscillations are damped down to a sufficiently large
homogeneous field value. But due to obvious computational limitations, there
were not able to cover full ranges of fluctuation sizes and amplitude. They
did not either cover the interesting parameter range for the considered models
since CMB observations were not available at that time. Furthermore, spheri-
cal symmetry does not capture all the possible general relativistic effects, and
so the application of their results to more general fluctuations can be ques-
tioned. Finally, they did not consider cases where the initial density is strongly
dominated by kinetic or gradient terms. As a consequence, the analytical ap-
proximation proposed by Goldwirth in [63], stating that the comoving size of
inhomogeneities ∆ needs to be such that

a∆ >

√
8π

3

δϕ

Hinfmpl
(5.1)

where a is the initial scale factor, assumes that the energy density is dominated
by the potential and the field gradients are suppressed. If this is true at the

1Large-field and small-field inflation are respectively called with their old denomination
chaotic and new inflation in [64, 76].
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onset of inflation, this assumption can be violated in the preinflation era, with
Hinf � Hini . mPl.

An impressive study of the problem, using 3+1 numerical relativity, has been
achieved in 1993 by Kurki-Suonio, Laguna and Matzner. As in previous
works, they used the York’s procedure [77, 78] to solve the initial condition
problem, for a large-field quartic potential. For inhomogeneous runs, they cor-
rectly relate the Hubble horizon size to the total density, including the field
gradients and velocities. For their initial conditions, the density is actually
dominated by kinetic terms, and H ∼ mpl initially. They run a few 3D sim-
ulations, both for super-Hubble and slightly sub-Hubble fluctuations. In the
latter case, they first observe field oscillations and when the fluctuations be-
come super-Hubble, expansion occurs in a homogeneous way and inflation
can take place before the field reaches the bottom of the potential. They con-
clude that inflation can arise from non-linear field fluctuations of the order of
the Hubble horizon and beyond. However, they restricted their analysis to a
potential shape – and set of parameters – that is now strongly disfavoured by
CMB observations and only considered initial conditions with sub-dominant
field gradients compared to the kinetic and potential terms. Nevertheless, their
analysis certainly remains very impressive given that it was performed in 3D,
with limited computational resources compared to the ones at disposal nowa-
days.

As an alternative to full numerical relativity methods, Deruelle and Goldwirth
have used in 1995 a long wavelength iteration scheme [52], also referred as
gradient expansion formalism, in order to determine how large the initial ho-
mogeneities of a massive scalar field can be without preventing inflation to set
in. They found that homogeneity over patches of the order of, or larger than
the local Hubble radius, is a general condition needed for inflation, but such a
method does not allow to study the evolution of strong initial inhomogeneities.
It nevertheless provides an understanding of the factors controlling the system
behavior, without assuming any spatial symmetry.

After a gap of about twenty years, the problem of inhomogeneous initial con-
ditions for inflation has seen a renewed interest in the recent literature [79–81]
[47]. In parallel, inhomogeneous initial field values in multi-field inflation
models were considered in [82], but without including gravitational backreac-
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tions. Their analysis particularly focused on hybrid models of inflation, ex-
tending the work of [83, 84].

Fall 2015, East, Kleban, Linde and Senatore have released a new analysis of
the initial homogeneity problem [58] based on numerical relativity. They con-
sidered three scalar field potentials: a constant, a smooth step and a notch po-
tential, the latter describing a family of cosmological attractors. They studied
initial conditions dominated by the field gradient energy and used 3+1 lattice
simulations in full general relativity, thus extending the initial work of Kurki-
Suonio et al. They found that field fluctuations initially smaller than the Hubble
radius but contained in a flat region of the potential can lead to inflation, after
the gradient and kinetic field energy is diluted by expansion. They also found
that, at the same time underdense regions lead to inflation, overdense regions
can collapse and form preinflation black holes (PIBHs).

In [46], Clough, Lim and DiNunno also used numerical relativity in 3+1 di-
mensions to study the robustness of initial conditions leading to inflation, for
different inflationary models. In particular, they compared large field to small
field scenarios. Their results suggest that it is much less natural to get inflation
in small-field models even when the gradient energy is subdominant initially.
This result is nevertheless mitigated by the fact that initial field values out-
side the slow-roll regions of the potential can lead to inflation. For large-field
models with relatively flat initial hypersurfaces, they also confirmed that PIBH
formation does not prevent the onset of inflation in other regions. In a fol-
lowing paper [85], the authors considered inhomogeneities in the metric sector
with tensor modes, while keeping the scalar field rather homogeneous. They
noticed a reduction on the duration of inflation for small-field models, however
suppressed for large tensor modes due to a large Hubble fiction. Large-field
models are not strongly affected by the tensor perturbations. Gravitational col-
lapse due to tensor modes was also reported.

Most recently, the effect of the potential shape on initial scalar-field gradients
has been further explored in [59]. Convex potentials are found to be more
robust than concave ones for sub-Planckian characteristic scales, for which the
field can be dragged-down the bottom of the potential with a significant loss
of efolds. Super-Planckian scales can more generically lead to long enough
inflation, also for concave potentials. They suggest that the onset (or not)
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of sufficient inflation can be inferred from an analytical criterion, consisting
in finding the critical scalar field amplitude for which the drag-down of the
potential overcomes the pull-back effect of the gradient pressure.

Some of these considerations have been summarized early 2016 by Branden-
berger in a short and general review on the issue of the initial conditions for
inflation [65], reporting on the possible solutions to an initial fine-tuning prob-
lem, and emphasizing that slow-roll appears to be a local attractor for large-
field models, on the contrary to small-field models.

In summary, the current status of the paradigm is that in large field and plateau
potentials, non-linear initial field Hubble-sized fluctuations do not prevent the
onset of inflation. The preinflation dynamics of sub-Hubble and Hubble-sized
fluctuations is nevertheless not yet fully understood, in particular in the case
of PIBH formation. It is also uncertain if these conclusions still apply for ini-
tially inhomogeneous field velocity or any other type of initial conditions. The
dynamics of the Higgs/Starobinsky model that is the simplest and one of the
best favoured model nowadays, were not explored in detail until now.

5.4 Higgs/Starobinsky inflation

The Higgs inflation model [86] identifies the inflaton to the Standard Model
Brout-Englert-Higgs field, but it is non-minimally coupled to gravity in order
to provide a sufficiently flat potential to realise inflation. It is the simplest in-
flationary model which relates to the standard model of particle physics. The
Lagrangian includes an extra term ξH†HR, where H is the Higgs field, R the
Ricci scalar, and ξ is the only parameter of the model. This term is generated
automatically by quantum corrections in curved space-time. In the Einstein
frame, the action is the one of a minimally coupled scalar field with the fol-
lowing potential,

V (ϕ) = Λ4
(

1− e−
√

2/3ϕ/Mpl

)2
, (5.2)

whereMpl is the reduced Planck mass, Λ4 ≡M4
plλ/(4ξ

2) becomes the unique
potential parameter, λ being a constant characterizing the model. The CMB
observations allow to fix Λ ' 3.1 × 10−3Mpl [37]. At large field values, the
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potential has a plateau allowing for slow-roll inflation. Slow-roll conditions
are violated, and inflation ends at ϕend = 1.83Mpl. About ∆N∗ ' 62 e-folds
before the end of inflation, observable scales leave the Hubble radius, at a field
value ϕ∗ ≈ 5.48 Mpl.

The Starobinsky model of inflation is a scalar-tensor theory with f(R) =

R + εR2/M2
pl, which in the Einstein frame has the same linear dynamics and

effective field potential as the one of Higgs inflation. Therefore, even if the
non-linear dynamics of scalar field and BSSN variables during the preinflation
era differ between the Jordan frame and the Einstein frame for the Starobinsky
model, showing that inflation is reached in the Einstein frame is a sufficient
condition to guarantee that inflation is also reached in the Jordan frame. Al-
though these models have different reheating mechanisms, and eventually dis-
tinguishable observable predictions, we are not interested in this issue in this
paper. Finally, let us point out that the Higgs/Starobinsky model is the best
favored slow-roll inflation model after Planck [37].

5.5 BSSN formalism of numerical relativity

In this work, we solve the BSSN formulation of the Einstein equation using
GRChombo [66], a multipurpose numerical relativity code. In the context of
the 3+1 decomposition of General Relativity, the line element can be written
as

ds2 = −α2dt2 + γij(dx
i + βidt)(dxj + βjdt) (5.3)

where γ ij is the metric of the 3-dimensional hypersurface, and the lapse and
shift gauge parameters are given by α(t) and βi(t) respectively. A further
conformal decomposition of the 3-metric follows,

γ ij =
1

χ
γ̃ ij = ψ4γ̃ ij with det(γ̃ ij) = 1 , (5.4)

and here, χ and ψ are two different parametrisations of the metric conformal
factor. While the former is used during the temporal integration, the latter is
preferred when constructing the initial conditions. The extrinsic curvature is
thus split in Ã ij and K, respectively, the conformal traceless part and its trace,
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K ij =
1

χ

(
Ã ij +

1

3
γ̃ ijK

)
. (5.5)

In addition, the first spatial derivatives of the metric are considered as dynam-
ical variables

Γ̃i ≡ γ̃jkΓ̃ijk = −∂j γ̃ ij , (5.6)

where Γ̃ijk are the Chritoffel symbols associated to the conformal metric γ̃ij .

5.5.1 Evolution equations

The evolution equations for the BSSN variables are then given by

∂tχ =
2

3
αχK − 2

3
χ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kχ , (5.7)

∂tγ̃ij = −2α Ãij + γ̃ik ∂jβ
k + γ̃jk ∂iβ

k − 2

3
γ̃ij ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kγ̃ij , (5.8)

∂tK = −γijDiDjα+ α

(
ÃijÃ

ij +
1

3
K2

)
+

1

2M2
pl

α(ρ+ S) + βi∂iK ,

(5.9)

∂tÃij =

[
−χDiDjα+ χα

(
Rij −

1

M2
pl

Sij

)]TF

+ α(KÃij − 2Ãil Ã
l
j)

+ Ãik ∂jβ
k + Ãjk ∂iβ

k − 2

3
Ãij ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kÃij , (5.10)

∂tΓ̃
i = 2α

(
Γ̃ijk Ã

jk − 2

3
γ̃ij∂jK −

3

2
Ãij

∂jχ

χ

)
− 2 Ãij ∂jα−

2

M2
pl

α γ̃ij Sj

(5.11)

+ βk∂kΓ̃
i + γ̃jk∂j∂kβ

i +
1

3
γ̃ij∂j∂kβ

k +
2

3
Γ̃i ∂kβ

k − Γ̃k∂kβ
i .

(5.12)
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where the superscript TF denotes the trace-free parts of tensors. The 3+1
decomposition of the energy-momentum tensor Tµν gives

ρ = nµnνT
µν ,

Si = −γiµnνTµν ,
Sij = γiµγjνT

µν ,

S = γ ijS ij ,

(5.13)

where nµ = (−α,~0) is the unit normal vector to the three-dimensional slices.

The Hamiltonian and Momentum constraints,

H = R+K2 −KijK
ij − 16πρ = 0 , (5.14)

Mi = Dj(Kij − γijK)− 8πSi = 0 . (5.15)

are only solved explicitly when constructing initial data. They are also mon-
itored during the time evolution in order to ensure that there is no significant
deviations from General Relativity.

5.5.2 Scalar field equations

For a single scalar field ϕ, the energy-momentum tensor is given by

Tµν = ∂µϕ∂νϕ−
1

2
gµν ∂λϕ∂

λϕ− gµνV (ϕ) (5.16)

where V (ϕ) is the scalar field potential. The scalar field dynamics is governed
by the the Klein-Gordon equation, split into two first order equations for the
field and its momentum ΠM

∂tϕ = αΠM + βi∂iϕ , (5.17)

∂tΠM = βi∂iΠM + α∂i∂iϕ+ ∂iϕ∂
iα (5.18)

+ α
(
KΠM − γijΓkij∂kϕ− V ′(ϕ)

)
, (5.19)
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where the superscript (′) denotes the derivative with respect to the field.

5.5.3 Gauge choice and singularity avoidance

The gauge parameters are initially set to α = 1 and βi = 0 and then evolved
in accordance with the moving puncture gauge [87, 88], for which evolution
equations are

∂tα = −ηααK + βi∂iα , (5.20)

∂tβ
i = Bi , (5.21)

∂tB
i =

3

4
∂tΓ̃

i − ηB Bi , (5.22)

where the constants ηα and ηB are conveniently chosen to improve the numer-
ical stability. This way, α and βi are boosted in the problematic regions with
strongly growing extrinsic curvature and spatial derivatives of the three-metric
γ̃ij . The goal of this gauge is to prevent the code from resolving the central
singularity of any black hole that may eventually form.

5.6 Link to coarsed-grained Cosmology

One can map the BSSN variables into more usual cosmological variables (scale
factor a, Hubble rate H and equation of state w) in the separate Universe as-
sumption, corresponding to homogeneity or the super-Hubble limit of field and
metric fluctuations. If one assumes βi = 0 but keep α as an arbitrary gauge
choice, the scale factor can be defined as a2 = χ−1 and using Eq. (5.7), the
inhomogeneous analogue of the first Friedmann equation reads

H ≡ ȧ

a
= −1

3
αK , (5.23)

where a dot denotes the derivative with respect to cosmic time. By taking its
time derivative and using Eq. (5.9), one gets the equation for the acceleration
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of the expansion of Universe,

ä

a
= −α

3

(
α̇

α
K −DiDiα+ α (ℵ+ 4πT )

)
, (5.24)

ℵ ≡ Ã ijÃ
ij , (5.25)

T ≡ ρ+ S = 3ρ

(
1

3
+ ωϕ

)
. (5.26)

The first two terms are gauge related terms that are vanishing in the syn-
chronous gauge where α = 1, ℵ is a new geometrical term that vanishes in the
homogeneous and isotropic case, and T is the trace of the energy-momentum
tensor. The later can be written in terms of the scalar field equation of state,
ωϕ(t), which value depends on the dominant term in the scalar field’s energy
density

ρ ≡ 1

2
Π2

M +
1

2
∂iϕ∂

iϕ+ V (ϕ) (5.27)

= ρkin + ρgrad + ρV , (5.28)

corresponding respectively to kinetic, gradient and potential energy density.
Thus, one can identify three limiting cases,

ωϕ(t) '


1 → ρ ' ρkin

−1/3 → ρ ' ρgrad

−1 → ρ ' ρV

. (5.29)

By interpreting Eq. (5.24), and neglecting the gauge effects, (i.e. α̇ = 0, and
assuming DiDiα ≈ 0), we can infer that the conditions for allowing a positive
accelerated expansion of the Universe, (ä > 0), are

ωϕ < −
1

3
, (5.30)

ℵ <
∣∣∣∣12πρ

(
1

3
+ ωϕ

)∣∣∣∣ . (5.31)

As a result, one finds that the expansion rate of the Universe is governed by the
interplay of the energy density ρ, the equation of state ωϕ and a geometrical
parameter ℵ. We remark that, even in scenarios where ρ > ℵ > 0, the ℵ-term
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will become dominant when ωϕ ≈ −1
3 .

We can interpret ℵ as an energy density associated to perturbations in the spa-
tial metric. One sees that Eq. (5.8) reduces to

∂tγ̃ij = −2αÃij (5.32)

and therefore,

ℵ ∝ ˙̃γ ij ˙̃γ ij (5.33)

which is constituted by vector and tensor modes. The ˙̃γ ij is not related to scalar
perturbations because Ãij is traceless by definition. Within a flat background,
one would interpret them as a cosmic shear and gravitational waves. In the
absence of source terms in the evolution equation of Ãij (i.e. RTF

ij , S
TF
ij ≈ 0,

in Eq. 5.10) they are quickly decaying as the universe expands, where cosmic
shear goes like ℵshear ∝ a−6, and gravitational waves like ℵGW ∝ a−4. How-
ever, such definitions are ill-defined in highly non-linear systems, the source
terms of ℵ are no longer negligible and ultimately ℵ cannot be defined as a
gauge-invariant quantity. So we already point out that the importance and evo-
lution of ℵ can only be revealed in fully relativistic 3 + 1 simulations.

Because ℵ is strictly defined in by the (traceless) extrinsic curvature, in this
paper we also refer to its sub-Hubble modes as extrinsic curvature modes
(ECMs).

5.7 Initial conditions

Our simulations of the preinflationary era have been performed for various sets
of initial conditions (ICs). In all cases, we follow most of previous works and
assume initial conformal flatness, i.e. γ̃ ij(t0) = δ ij and Γ̃i(t0) = 0. Under
this assumption, and by setting Ã ij(t0) = 0, the constraint equations (5.14)-
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(5.15) greatly simplifies and can be rewritten as

H∗ = −∇2ψ + ψ5

(
2

3
K2 − 16πρ

)
, (5.34)

M̃∗i =
2

3
∂iK + 8πSi (5.35)

with Si = −ΠM∂iϕ .

Defining the perturbed energy density as δρ ≡ ρ − ρV , where initially δρ �
ρV , we then consider the following types of ICs:

1. When the energy density is dominated by field gradients, i.e. δρ(t0) =

ρgrad,

2. When the energy density is dominated by inhomogeneous field veloci-
ties, i.e. δρ(t0) = ρkin

(a) with sub-dominant mean value, 〈ΠM〉 ∼ 0

(b) with dominant mean value, |〈ΠM〉| ' ΠM

With these choices, the momentum density initially vanishes, Si = 0, and
therefore the momentum constrain is trivially satisfied if one considers an ho-
mogeneousK. Here, we have use the 〈...〉 brackets to represent the mean value
of a given function (i.e, θ), averaged across the physical volume V represented
by the whole lattice. For instance,

〈θ〉 ≡ 1

V

∫
θ dV , (5.36)

which takes into account the inhomogeneous physical volume of lattice cells
that depends on the local value of the conformal factor at a given time.

We make use of periodic boundary conditions. The lattice can then either
represent an initially flat, topologically close and compact Universe, or a small
region of a much larger classical patch.

In any case, we consider an initial configuration of the Universe constituted of
inhomogeneous scalar energy density 〈ρ〉 � 〈ρV 〉, compensated in Einstein’s
Equations by the scalar curvature of the metric. The initial energy density of
vector and tensor modes of the metric is chosen to be zero (i.e. ℵ(~x) = 0).
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Below, we detail the methods used to solve the Hamiltonian constraint initially
and the chosen sets of initial conditions.

Figure 5.1: Representation of the considered initial conditions in terms of the maxi-
mal physical mode (delimited by the lattice size L) and the characteristic mean value
of the inhomogeneous energy density. Black and red dots represent one simulation
with respectively gradient or kinetic dominated initial conditions. The size of the
Hubble scale at origin is represented in the continuous blue line, while the horizontal
dotted line indicates the Hubble length at inflation onset at field values in the potential
plateau. The green shadowed area indicates the sub-Hubble region where dominant
extrinsic curvature modes are produced at later simulated time. The orange shadowed
region indicates the inflationary domain. Black shadowed areas delimit the super-
Planckian energy scales, excluded in our simulations.
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5.7.1 Gradient-dominated initial conditions

We consider different configurations for the initial inhomogeneities of the scalar
field ϕ. The Hamiltonian constraint, Eq. (5.34), is solved with an iterative
method to obtain the corresponding initial distribution of the conformal factor
ψ on the lattice. Like in previous works [46,58,59], the homogeneous value of
the extrinsic curvature is chosen such that K = −

√
24π〈ρ〉. Note that when

calculating the average, the physical volume is dependent of the conformal
factor ψ. The negative sign in K reflects an initially expanding Universe. The
field velocity initially vanishes everywhere so that the momentum constraint,
Eq. (5.35), is trivially satisfied.

The initial scalar field configuration is chosen as follows,

ϕ(t0, ~x) = ϕ̄0 + ∆ϕ
e exp

[
−(~x− ~µ)2

σ2

]
+

∆ϕ
cos

3

(
cos

2πx

L
+ cos

2πy

L
+ cos

2πz

L

)
.

(5.37)

Such a pattern can represent a Gaussian field fluctuation of amplitude ∆ϕ
exp at

the centre of the lattice, on top of an inhomogeneous field value ∆ϕ
cos. Here, ~µ

and σ denote the mean and variance of the Gaussian mode. Unless otherwise
specified, we choose ~µ = (L/2, L/2, L/2), σ = L/6, with L being the phys-
ical size of the lattice.

5.7.2 Kinetic-dominated initial conditions

For this set of initial conditions, we fix a homogeneous scalar field by imposing
ϕ(~x) = ϕ0. The other ICs can be solved in three different ways:

1. Analogously to what is done for gradient initial conditions, one can
choose a initial inhomogeneous configuration for ΠM and solve equa-
tion (5.34) to obtain ψ by allowing an homogeneous K. This method is
prone to fail to converge due to the existence of non-unique solutions.
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2. By solving ΠM from an arbitrary configuration in the energy density, at
given homogeneous field value ϕ = ϕ0,

ΠM = ±
√

2(ρ− ρV ) (5.38)

ρV = V (ϕ0) = const. (5.39)

Often this method will lead to initial conditions with only either positive
or negative ΠM regions.

3. By setting an inhomogeneous conformal factor ψ and then solving ΠM

with

Π2
M = −ψ

−5

π
∇2ψ(x) +

1

24
K2(x)− ρV (5.40)

where K here is given by

K =
√

24(Ψ + ρV ) (5.41)

Ψ = max

(
ψ−5

π
∇2ψ(x)

)
(5.42)

In particular, we choose ψ of the form

ψ = exp (ζ/2)

ζ = exp
(
−~x2/σ2

ζ

)
, σζ ≈

L

10

(5.43)

which generates a spherical ΠM = 0 contour centred in the simulations
grid , allowing positive and negative values of ΠM.
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5.8 Results

In this section, we present the main results of our simulations. The paradigm
that we consider is a universe dominated by a single scalar field, initially con-
formally flat, and in absence of ECMs. Nonetheless, ECMs will develop dur-
ing the time evolution and affect the dynamics of the system. Such modes
are then self-genereted by the inhomogeneities present during the evolution.
We also emphasize that in models with a plateau potential like Starobinsky
or Higgs inflation, the role of the potential on the highly inhomogeneous dy-
namics of preinflation is marginal and only provides the reference energy scale
HInf at which inflation begins. Because we chose a mean scalar field value in
the slow-roll plateau, one has HInf ≈ 10−6Mpl.

It is important to notice thatH−1
Inf is not related to the size of the Hubble horizon

prior to the inflation onset. During preinflation, this depends on the total energy
content in given volumes, and for our choice for the initial conditions, the
initial Hubble scale is Hini ≈ 〈ρ〉1/2.

By considering fluctuations of size similar to the lattice size L, one can distin-
guish between super-Hubble (L > H−1

ini ) and sub-Hubble (L . H−1
ini ) initial

conditions. Only the Planck scale limits the initial energy density, and so the
amplitude of field fluctuations. In our simulations, we only consider energy
densities up to two orders of magnitudes from it.

5.8.1 Homogenisation phase

The scalar field gradients in principle decay like ρgrad ∝ a−2, while its kinetic
energy scales like ρkin ∝ a−6. However, these two contributions are observed
to alternatively dominate the total energy content, and shortly after the onset
of the simulations, the effective scaling goes like

〈ρgrad + ρkin〉 ∝ a−4 . (5.44)

This mixing behaviour, to some extent, is generic for both gradient and kinetic
dominated initial conditions. But this takes place at a slower rate in the case
of a large and dominant background field velocity. Illustrative examples of
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this evolution are provided in Figure 5.2. These results are consistent with the
analytical predictions in Refs. [63, 76] and later confirmed in Ref. [58].

In the gravity sector, the breaking of the initial “staticity" (allowing Si 6= 0),
triggers perturbations in the extrinsic curvature. This is manifested by a grow-
ing variance of its components, i.e. with 〈∆K〉2 = 〈(K − 〈K〉)2〉 > 0, and
similarly 〈∆ℵ〉 > 0. After a short period of time, a new inhomogeneous equi-
librium is reached and a “re-homogenisation" phase begins leading approxi-
mately to the following scaling relations during preinflation,

〈K〉 ∝
√
〈ρ〉 , 〈∆K〉 ∝ a−2 ,

〈ℵ〉 ∝ a−2 , 〈∆ℵ〉 ∝ a−2 .
(5.45)

The dynamics vary depending on particular examples. Such complexity is due
to the combination between source terms, and the Hubble friction present in
eq. (5.10). At early times, the contribution from the RTF

ij -term is dominant,
which initially corresponds to the spatial variation in the scalar curvature.
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Figure 5.2: Illustrative examples of the dynamics of the equation of state for sub-
Hubble and gradient and kinetic initial conditions (Top, centre-top), and super-Hubble
with gradient and kinetic initial conditions (centre-bottom, bottom). In the left, the
distributions in the physical grid are represented over Hubble times. Vertical purple
and green lines within indicate selected times for which the distribution is represented
in the right panels. Vertical dotted lines indicate the ωϕ = −1/3 threshold.
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Figure 5.3: Mean equation of estate (solid line) and standard distribution (showed
region) over mean efold of expansion. Black and Blue lines represent cases with sub-
Hubble Kinetic initial conditions, Red line corresponds to sub-Hubble initial condi-
tions in the form of gradients. Dotted horizontal line marks the threshold ωϕ = −1/3.
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Figure 5.4: Same cases as in figure 5.3, but for means of the metric (solid line), and
scalar field (dash line) energy density. Green and pink lines correspond to linear fits
of the scaling relations of the scalar-field and metric energy densities, respectively. In
all plots, y-axis have been normalized over the inflationary scale HINF, marked in the
plot with a horizontal dotted line.
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5.8.2 Oscillatory equation of state

As we discussed in Section 5.6, the onset of inflation, in the sense of acceler-
ated expansion, is conditioned on the equation of state being 〈ωϕ〉 < −1/3. In
the following, we show that the evolution of the equation of state, for all the
different sets of initial conditions, generically lead to inflating regions.

For sub-Hubble modes, Fig 5.2 (top panel) displays the time evolution of the
distribution over the physical lattice of ωϕ, for an illustrative case initially
dominated by gradient energy density due to a single sinusoidal mode for the
scalar field. It puts in evidence the oscillatory behaviour of ωϕ. During this
phase, the effective equation of state corresponds to a radiation dominated uni-
verse with 〈ωϕ〉eff ≈ 1/3, which transits to potential domination and almost
de-Sitter expansion, after roughly ∆N ≈ 2 efolds, where 〈ωϕ〉eff ≈ −1. In
this case, short-lasting contracting regions appear, whose integrated ADM-
mass is above the Planck mass, but no black hole has been found by using an
apparent-horizon finder code.

Conversely, for the super-Hubble gradient scenario shown in the third panel,
the overall region tends to smoothly transit into the inflation, where most
of the energy is found to be dissipated in a few Hubble times. However,
part of the initial gradient energy is feeding a relativity small but strongly
contracting region, undergoing kination, and forming a black hole (of mass
MBH ≈ 105Mpl).

Figure 5.2 also shows examples of kinetic-dominated initial conditions. In the
second panel, we consider (large) sub-Hubble fluctuations in the initial field
velocity on top of a non-vanishing value. It shows a strongly varying equation
of state. Long-lasting contracting regions appear after four Hubble times but
still with no black hole found. The latter panel corresponds to a similar case
but now initial kination at super-Hubble scales. The kinetic energy density is
dissipated entirely with almost no mixing into gradients. This particular case
smoothly transition into inflation and without forming black holes.

Additional cases are displayed in Figure 5.3, it shows the mean evolution of
the equation of state with sub-Hubble inhomogeneities. The first two examples
respectively correspond to kination with and without dominant background,
and the third one corresponds to a configuration with gradients. Remarkably,
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the dynamics of mean averages of inhomogeneous kination are in very good
agreement with the semi-analytical solution of the homogeneous case (e.g. see
section II-C in Ref. [47]). Figure 5.3 can be complemented with Figure 5.4,
where the mean metric and scalar-field energy densities are displayed for the
same examples (see colour-code).

5.8.3 Generation of extrinsic curvature modes

The observed dynamics in the equation of state does not go unnoticed in the
gravity sector. We find that ECMs are generated in the case of (large) sub-
Hubble scalar field inhomogeneities. This is not the case for super-Hubble
fluctuations, for which there is no oscillation between the energy in the metric
and the other energy components. Instead the metric energy smoothly grow
in contracting regions that end up in the formation of black holes. The rise of
〈ℵ〉 can therefore be seen as a byproduct of preinflation black hole formation.
But since this happens on super-Hubble scales, they do not have a significant
impact on the expansion dynamics elsewhere.

For oscillatory sub-Hubble ECMs the situation is different. These modes are
strongly sourced at early times as a product of non-vanishing anisotropic stress
tensor and Ricci tensor. The 〈ℵ〉 reaches a maximal mean value in less than
∆N ≈ 0.5 efolds, and then it decays approximately as 〈ℵ〉 ∝ a−2 during
the rest of preinflation (see Figure 5.4). Because the decay rate of ECMs is
lower than for other energy components, they can potentially provide, in av-
erage, a dominant contribution to the preinflation dynamics. Nonetheless, this
scenario is restricted to very large sub-Hubble perturbations in the matter sec-
tor. One typically needs dominant perturbation sizes of λ/H−1 & 0.1 for the
effect to be significant. Yet, this condition is weaker at higher energy scales
(〈δρ〉 ∼ 0.01 Mpl), because of a longer duration of the homogenisation phase
and given that 〈ℵ〉/〈ρ〉 ∝ a2.

In Figure 5.8, the late time scaling is shown, once accelerated expansion has
begun. During the transition towards inflation, their decaying rate gradually
strengthen, reaching up to 〈ℵ〉 ∝ a−4. For sub-Hubble ECMs, the oscillation
frequency also gradually decreases, until they eventually “freeze-out" at hori-
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zon exit.

5.8.4 Contracting regions and black holes

Even if the condition 〈K〉 < 0 is always satisfied, over-densities may generate
local contracting regions, themselves embedded in expanding ones. Figure
5.6 shows examples of sub-Hubble and super-Hubble initial conditions, where
time-histograms of expanding and contracting regions are plotted in the top
and bottom panels, respectively. Contracting regions may develop because of
over-densities in either the scalar-field or metric energy densities.

When they occur because of the matter sector, they are formed inside kinetic
dominated regions driven by strong scalar field Laplacians that overcome the
Hubble friction in Eq. (5.19). Once contraction is triggered, the Hubble fric-
tion turns into a kind of Hubble boost for the kinetic energy, enhancing the
formation of black holes.

When contracting regions develop because of over-densities in the metric sec-
tor, they originate from the ECMs sourced by the sub-Hubble scalar field dy-
namics. The formation of such contracting regions allows us to speculate on
a distinct mechanism for (low mass) black hole production, consisting of the
gravitational collapse of ECMs in the sub-Hubble regime. However, we have
not been able to confirm this by finding the apparent horizon with our codes.
This could happen when the radius of the forming black hole is smaller than
the resolution of the grid. Another possibility is that black hole formation is
aborted if the equation of state rapidly approaches the inflationary attractor
ωϕ ≈ −1. Determining whether or not these contracting regions develop into
black holes is left for a future study.

For scalar field over-densities on super-Hubble scales, the above described
kination-trigger mechanism occurs, and we confirm the results of previous
works reporting on the formation of PIBHs [46]. An apparent horizon is found
and so the black hole mass can be inferred. In our simulations, the mass range
of such black holes varies from 10 to 105 Mp. Like in [46], the PIBH mass sat-
urates at a given perturbation threshold, and decreases for very high amplitudes
of the perturbations. It is also interesting to simulate the black hole formation
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with slightly more rigid gauge drivers, in order to have an alternative picture
of the collapsing region. In Figure 5.5 we provide such an example where,
starting from super-Hubble gradient-dominated initial conditions, we find a
bifurcation in the energy density between the expanding and collapsing region
occurs afterN ∼ 0.6 efold. Interestingly, we notice that homogenisation is en-
hanced in the neighbourhood of the collapsing region, due to the gravitational
pull of the yet-to-form black hole. This suggests that super-Hubble scalar field
fluctuations, while forming PIBHs, may also facilitate the onset of inflation
due to a higher level of homogenisation around the black hole, which also
“traps” most of the generated metric energy.

Figure 5.5: Top and bottom-left are similar than figure 5.2, but for a critical simula-
tion with super-Hubble gradient initial conditions evolved short after a black hole is
formed in the ωϕ ≈ 1 region. Lower-right plots indicates trajectories in terms of the
means of kinetic and gradient energy, both normalized over the potential. Solid-black
line corresponds to the whole grid averaging while dotted-red line only averages on
expanding regions.



5.8. Results 95

Figure 5.6: Distribution (logarithmic scales) of |K| on the physical grid over mean
number of efolds, discerned into contracting (top) and expanding regions (bottom).
The red-solid line indicates the mean of K. The plots corresponds to the simula-
tions with sub-Hubble gradient initial conditions (left) and with super-Hubble gradi-
ents (right) both shown in fig. 5.2. For the super-Hubble case, a black hole formation
of mass MBH ≈ 2.6 · 104Mp is confirmed. After N ≈ 2, the black hole falls down
from the resolution grid of our simulation and we lose track of it.

Figure 5.7: Equation of state in the black hole equatorial slice, corresponding to the
example shown in Figure 5.6 (right) at N ' 1. The central red disk corresponds to
the kination region and coincides with the region where the black hole forms. The
surrounding darker shell is a region where the equation of state is close to ωϕ = −1,
and so to the inflationary attractor. This suggests that the PIBH formation acts as a
catalyst of inflation.
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5.9 Discussion on preinflation

The results of our lattice simulations have a series of implications, discussed
below, about the naturalness of (chaotic) inflation, the emergence of classical
conditions from a suspected quantum-gravity regime, the dynamics and dura-
tion of the preinflation era, the formation of preinflationary black holes.

5.9.1 On the universal dynamics

Our analysis extends previous works by considering not only large inhomo-
geneities in field gradients but also in the field velocity. In both cases, the
simulations for sub-Hubble fluctuations have produced similar dynamics for
the preinflation era, with oscillations between kinetic and gradient terms in
the density. This result reinforces the robustness of inflation to its initial con-
ditions, also in the case of non-linear sub-Hubble inhomogeneities. Even if
our initial conditions still assume a homogeneous expansion rate and confor-
mal flatness, this configuration quickly evolves towards more general inho-
mogeneous configurations for all BSSN variables, including tensor and vector
modes in the metric. Therefore, our simulations also suggest that such be-
haviour is universal and insensitive to the exact configuration of the initial
conditions.

Nevertheless, we have also identified a regime named kination, in which the in-
homogeneity in the field velocity are on top of a background velocity. In such
a case, the density is dominated by the kinetic term and the effective equation
of state remains close to ωϕ = 1. One can therefore wonder if drastic inho-
mogeneous configurations for the extrinsic curvature, together with gradient
and kinetics in the scalar field, could also lead to radically different regimes.
This problem is left for future work, because solving numerically the Hamil-
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tonian and momentum constraints in such a case is still today a challenge [89].

5.9.2 On the characteristic scale of the inflaton

The Hubble scale is one of the fundamental notions in order to understand
gravitational interactions at large scale, because modes freeze at super-Hubble
distances. However, in inhomogeneous scalar field cosmologies the Hubble
scale depends, in part, on the contribution of gradient and kinetic energies
into the total energy density. Therefore, assuming a universe dominated by
gradients, the largest sub-Hubble modes (i.e. those within the realm of classi-
cal Gravitation) are bounded. Indeed, by identifying the gravitational energy
roughly with

ρgrad ≈
1

2

(
δϕ

λ

)2

, (5.46)

where δϕ ≡ ϕmax − ϕmin is the allowed scalar field variation and λ the mode
wavelength of size λ = H−1

ini , and by means of the usual Friedman equation,
one finds that

δϕ .

√
3

4π
≈ 1

2
mp . (5.47)

For plateau-like models where the field difference between the slow-roll re-
gion and the bottom of the potential is Super-Planckian, the potential gradient
is in general small. The average value of the field follows the Klein-Gordon
equation with a strong friction term Hini, and almost negligible driver V ′(ϕ)

everywhere. Thus, during preinflation the trajectory of the mean scalar field
down the potential is strongly suppressed, ensuring a large number of efolds
after inflation begins. This is not the case for small-field potentials along the
sub-Planckian slow-region [59, 66]. This is the same reason why large-field
models are in general more robust to the initial conditions than the small-field
ones.

A similar reasoning can be made when the field has inhomogeneous kinetic
initial conditions, when kinetic and gradient terms mix and mimic a radiation
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domination era. In the case of a dominant background (super-Hubble) field
velocity, the system is analogous to an homogeneous kination phase discussed
in Ref. [47], and in agreement with our simulations, it shows that Starobinski
inflation produces sufficient amounts of efolds during inflation when starting
at super-Planckian field values, i.e. 〈ϕ〉ini & mp.

5.9.3 On the preinflationary black hole formation

The transition from gradient to kinetic-dominated energies can give rise to
contracting regions, typically where the scalar field Laplacian is the largest.
When this happens, the equation of state is ωϕ ≈ 1, one has locally

−K < 0, ∂t(−K) < 0 (5.48)

and there is simply no possibility for this region to expand again. Therefore,
this situation generically leads to the formation of PIBHs and the use of the
puncture gauge guarantees that the lattice only probes the region surrounding
those black holes. For sub-Hubble fluctuations, there are many oscillations,
and we observe the formation of a contracting region at similar locations. If
these regions form smaller PIBHs, those oscillations can thus either feed pre-
viously formed black holes, which would then grow in mass until inflation
takes place, or produce new PIBHs. Their mass is of the order of the Planck
mass for sub-Hubble fluctuations, so they would evaporate relatively quickly
and produce a particle bath that is not taken into account in simulations, as
well as eventual Planck relics. In any case, the subsequent phase of inflation
dilute them such that the density of these relics in our Hubble volume would
be extremely small or vanish.

5.9.4 On the duration of the preinflation era

A common picture of the very early Universe is the one of a classical phase, de-
scribed by General Relativity, emerging from an unknown regime of Quantum
Gravity at the Planck scale. During this phase, there is no reason supporting
homogeneity on scales larger than the initial Hubble radius. For a while, this



5.9. Discussion on preinflation 99

Figure 5.8: Similar as in figure 5.4, but for late time dynamics. Top corresponds
to a sub-Hubble kination ICs, while middle and bottom panel does to super-Hubble
kination and gradient ICs, respectively.
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has been considered as a potential harm for inflation. But simulations in full
numerical relativity, like the ones presented in this work, show that non-linear
Hubble-sized and sub-Hubble inhomogeneities do not prevent the onset of in-
flation after the density is damped by expansion at the level of the potential
energy of the scalar field. Several regimes have been identified for the pre-
inflation era, characterized by different effective equation of states. We have
emphasized the importance of the ℵ-term in the dynamics of the expansion.

This allows to set a limit on the maximal duration of the preinflation phase,
expressed in terms of an averaged number of e-folds of expansion ∆Npre−inf .
If the energy stored in field gradients, damped like ρgrad ∝ exp(−2N), were
dominant all during preinflation, one would get ∆Npre−inf ≈ − ln (ρV) /2.
However, because of the wobbling between kinetic and gradient contributions,
the density is effectively damped like ρ ∝ exp(−4N) on average, and thus
∆Npre−inf ≈ log (ρV) /4 ' 7, for Higgs or Starobinsky inflation.

If one now allows the energy to be stored in the form of ECMs, preinflation
can last up to ∆Npre−inf ≈ 14. These numbers increase if inflation took place
at lower energy, and inversely. It can also be reduced if the energy scale of
quantum gravity is lower than the Planck scale.

5.9.5 On the possible observable signatures and the mini-
mum size of the Universe

In the case where the time of Hubble exit of cosmological scales occurs only a
few e-folds (denoted Ni∗ ) after the onset of inflation, preinflation should leave
observable signatures in the CMB temperature anisotropies and polarization.
Indeed, in such a case the gradient and kinetic energy are not damped well
below the scalar field potential energy and still slightly impacts the expansion
rate during inflation. The ℵ-term can also have a similar effect. This modifies
the evolution of the Hubble-flow parameters

ε1 ≡ −
d lnH

dN
, ε2 ≡

d ln ε1
dN

, (5.49)
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and in turn modify the predicted scalar spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar
ratio r,

ns = 1− 2ε1 − ε2, r = 16ε1 , (5.50)

at first order in slow-roll parameters. This certainly requires a significant
amount of tuning for these effects to be observable, allowing for just enough
inflation, without totally spoiling the (almost) scale invariance of the primor-
dial scalar power spectrum.

Indeed, the dynamics of the expansion rate is not only driven by the poten-
tial and the kinetic energy of the field, but is also somehow impacted by
gradient and metric terms. One has to consider an effective energy density
ρeff = ρV + δρ + ℵ/16π, and take δρ + ℵ/16π ≈ ρV exp(−ηNi∗) after the
onset of inflation, with the effective value of η depending on which preinflation
regime the ICs belong to. If the dynamics of ε1 is dominated by these terms
coming from the pre-inflaiton era, one gets ε1 ≈ η exp(−ηNi∗) and ε2 = −η2.
An important fine-tuning of the initial conditions of the scalar field is there-
fore required to get a value of Ni∗ that can explain the observed scalar spectral
index. Furthermore, this would unavoidably generate a tensor-to-scalar ratio
r ' 16ε1 larger than unity, which is excluded.

If one assumes that the dynamics of ε1 is governed by the potential, which
gives ε1 ' 2× 10−4 for Higgs/Starobinsky inflation, gradient or metric terms
may still govern the dynamics of ε2. One then gets ε2 ≈ −η2 exp(−ηNi∗)/ε1.
As a consequence, the pre-inflaiton era could have an observable effect on the
primordial power spectrum in a just enough inflation scenario and could even
give the correct value of the scalar spectral index, at the price of a signifi-
cant fine-tuning of the initial scalar field. If the effects on the second Hubble-
flow parameter, that is determined at a 20% level, are not detectable, one gets
from the current limits on the tensor-to-scalar ratio, a lower bound Ni∗ & 3.
An interesting corollary is that, in the above-mentioned scenario, the non-
detection of the imprints of preinflation implies that the Universe is at least
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exp[3(Npre−inf +Ni∗)] & 1013 times larger than our current Hubble volume.

5.9.6 Is Linde’s picture right?

In all the considered cases and regimes, inflation is a generic outcome, at least
in most parts of the lattice. This conclusion applies to all expanding (in av-
erage) initial conditions with scalar field fluctuations of any size, as long as
there exist a Hubble patch that its mean field value is in the slow-roll region of
the potential. On the contrary, inflation cannot be triggered from sub-Hubble
fluctuations around the bottom of the potential, even if apparently the energy
density initially stored in field gradients or velocity is much larger than the po-
tential barrier to reach the slow-roll region. The reason is that field gradients
act as a damping term in the Klein-Gordon equation for the scalar field while
large gradients in the field potential ’drags" the scalar field down towards the
bottom, as seen in Ref. [59]. One should not interpret this as an issue, since
a large background field value may have emerged in an initially flat and com-
pact Universe, with a 3-torus topology, as suggested by A. Linde [73, 90–94],
in support of chaotic inflation. The second possibility is a much larger inhomo-
geneous Universe, in which it is sufficient to have a single super-Hubble patch
with a large mean-field value superimposed by arbitrary sub-Hubble fluctua-
tions, to naturally lead to inflation.

One could also wonder how the topology, the initial curvature and shape of the
universe could influence preinflation and even prevent inflation. Despite that
we have been using periodic boundary conditions on a cubic lattice, reflecting
the topology of a 3-torus, in the presence of large inhomogeneities the Uni-
verse is formed by locally open and closed regions as explained in Ref. [58].
Therefore, even if an homogeneous closed universe would collapse when the
energy content is dominated by curvature [90, 95], in the largely inhomoge-
neous case, local open regions may still be expanding and eventually lead to
inflation. However, scenarios with globally large positive curvature have not
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been tested yet. This is left of a future work.

5.10 Conclusions

Fully relativistic lattice simulations in 3+1 dimensions provide the ideal method
to study the possible non-linear inhomogeneous dynamics of the preinflation
era. In this work, we have extended previous analysis and considered new
realizations of the initial conditions satisfying the Hamiltonian and momen-
tum constraints, with an inhomogeneous scalar field velocity. Even if in gen-
eral the preinflation era does not leave distinguishable signatures in observa-
tions, it is related to fundamental questions such as how natural or fine-tuned
are the initial conditions of inflation and how generic is the transition from a
semi-classical regime emerging from some quantum gravity period, towards
inflation. In particular, the realisation of inflation starting from non-linear and
sub-Hubble field fluctuations has been a long-standing and debated problem.

Besides confirming recent results on the robustness of inflation to sub-Hubble
inhomogeneities, our simulations reveal a richer preinflation dynamic than ex-
pected, as well as some universal behaviours. A new regime in which the ex-
pansion is driven by the traceless part of the extrinsic curvature tensor has been
identified, which impacts the equation of state and the duration of the preinfla-
tion era. We have also found that initial conditions with highly inhomogeneous
scalar field velocity give rise to a regime in which the density remains domi-
nated by the kinetic term, denominated kination. Otherwise, sub-Hubble and
Hubble-sized inhomogeneities give rise to oscillations between gradient and
kinetic dominated periods. For super-Hubble sized fluctuations, our analysis
also confirms the emergence of contracting regions, leading to the formation of
preinflation primordial black holes, those being subsequently diluted by infla-
tion. Our findings are summarized in Fig. 5.1 showing the possible outcomes
starting from different regions of the parameter space.

The chosen set of initial conditions, even if extended to highly inhomoge-
neous field velocities, still corresponds to very specific cases. Indeed, the ini-
tial extrinsic curvature tensor is taken with a vanishing traceless part Aij and
a homogeneous negative trace K. Nevertheless, we point out that for Hubble-
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sized and sub-Hubble inhomogeneities, the extrinsic curvature tensor rapidly
becomes highly inhomogeneous, thereby exploring various other configura-
tions, until it eventually drives the overall expansion dynamics. Our initial
data also correspond to a Ricci curvature that remains small on average (but it
can be very large locally). But the issue of solving the momentum and Hamil-
tonian constraints on the initial hypersurface for more general cases remains
a major computational challenge that still limits the range of applicability of
the simulations of the preinflation era in full 3+1 numerical relativity. We also
did not consider the eventual impact of additional scalar of matter fields on
the preinflation dynamics, or other topological choices than periodic boundary
conditions.

Finally, we have focused on the Higgs - Starobinsky inflation model and the
phenomenology of the preinflation era is marginally impacted by the field po-
tential that only gives a sub-dominant contribution to the energy density during
most of the preinflation phase. The potential only starts to dominate just before
the onset of inflation and, therefore, our conclusions should remain valid for
any plateau-type scalar field potential at super-Planckian characteristic values,
these being currently favoured by CMB observations.

In summary, our work contributes to paving the way to a better and more pre-
cise understanding of the rich phenomenology of the preinflation era. It en-
larges the diversity of initial conditions that have been considered so far. But
future work and the development of more advanced numerical methods will
be needed to go beyond the assumption of initial conformal flatness, and to in-
clude inhomogeneous initial configurations for the extrinsic curvature in both
K and Ã ij .

As perspectives, we may also consider the effect of additional scalar or matter
fields, analyze the dynamics for small-field potentials, and study more deeply
the formation process of PIBHs. In a semi-classical description of the preinfla-
tion era, it may also be possible to consider the non-linear effects of quantum
scalar field fluctuations by adding a stochastic term in the Klein-Gordon equa-
tions. It may be also interesting to study the case where preinflation leaves
observable signatures in CMB observations, even if this requires a significant
fine-tuning.
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Finally, our work emphasizes that in absence of these signatures and assuming
that classical preinflation emerged at the Planck scale, the Universe is at least
ten thousand billions times larger than our current Hubble volume, usually
referred as our observable Universe.





Chapter 6
Multi-field Higgs inflation:
preinflation and preheating

6.1 Preamble

In this section, we present another original research article where we expand
the previous work, in the context of Higgs inflation, by considering the case of
a multifield dynamical settings. In order to implement the reheating, additional
degrees of freedom are necessary to allow for the energy transfer, via paramet-
ric resonance, from the inflaton condensate into the ultrarelativistic particles
of the Hot Big Bang plasma. This phase occurs at the end of inflation, once
the scalar field kinetic energy becomes comparable to the potential energy and
breaks down the slow-roll conditions. Then, the field typically starts oscillat-
ing around the potential minimum, which enhances the fluctuations from the
matter sector. This phase is known in the literature as the preheating epoch.

The goal of the following article is two-fold: First, (i) we study the non-
perturbative dynamics of preheating in both the scalar-field and the metric
sectors, and we point out the emergence of structure formation already during
the preheating. We note that full numerical relativity simulations for studying
the preheating have been prohibited until recently by limited computational
resources. The first work dates to 2019 in Ref. [60] which compared results
from using the (linearized) CPT and (full-gravity) BSSN formalisms. More-
over, numerical relativity simulations on non-minimally coupled fields, and
particularly Higgs preheating, are first considered in our paper. Secondly, (ii)
we study the preinflationary era with inhomogeneous multifield configurations
to cross-check that the presence of additional fields does not hinder the begin-
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ning of inflation. In there, we show that the non-minimal coupling between the
Higgs field and gravity results in a stabilization mechanism that enhances the
inflaton dynamics, facilitating the transition to inflation.

As a remark, in the context of preheating, the non-perturbative dynamics of the
field have been studied extensively using lattice simulations with CPT, i.e. us-
ing linearised Einstein gravity, under the assumption that, at first order, metric
back-reactions could be ignored. With this formalism, in the case of Higgs in-
flation, it was shown that self-interactions of the field alone, without the need
for additional fields or other matter sources, were enough to quickly create
abundant Higgs particles that dominate the dynamics (see Ref. [96]). How-
ever, our results indicate the opposite, and while non-linearities of the metric
can enhance the structure formation in the final stages of the broad resonance
period, the resonance’s efficiency on particle production becomes diminished
when metric perturbations are considered. In consequence, in our work, self-
resonances of the Higgs alone cannot rapidly preheat the universe, and cou-
plings to other field/matter sources are necessary.

The following article has also been published in Physical Review D in Ref. [2].
In order to facilitate its readability, we reproduce the article as published, al-
though this includes some redundancies with the previous chapters of this the-
sis.
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Research article

Gravitational dynamics in Higgs inflation:
Preinflation and preheating with an auxiliary field

Cristian Joana

The dynamics of both the preinflationary and the preheating epochs for a
model consisting of a Higgs inflaton plus an additional auxiliary field are
studied in full General Relativity. The minimally coupled auxiliary field al-
lows for parametric-type resonances that successfully transfer energy from
the inflaton condensate to particle excitations in both fields. Depending on
the interaction strengths of the fields, the broad resonance periods lead to
structure formation consisting of large under/over-densities, and possibly
the formation of compact objects. Moreover, when confronting the same
model to multifield inhomogeneous preinflation, the onset of inflation is
shown to be a robust outcome. At relatively large Higgs values, the non-
minimal coupling acts as a stabilizer, protecting the dynamics of the infla-
ton, and significantly reducing the impact of perturbations in other fields
and matter sectors. These investigations further confirm the robustness
of Higgs inflation to multifield inhomogeneous initial conditions, while
putting in evidence the formation of structure during the reheating.

6.2 Introduction

Cosmic inflation [30, 31, 97, 98] is the current paradigm of the early universe.
It postulates an early phase where the universe underwent over a large pe-
riod of accelerated expansion. Such period provides an explanation for today’s
large scale homogeneity and flatness of the Universe. During inflation, quan-
tum fluctuations became red-shifted, exiting the Hubble horizon at the time,
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and leading to a scale-invariant power spectrum of cosmological perturbations
which can be matched to current observations [12, 13]. At later times, they
provide the seeds needed for structure formation.

In a universe governed by the Einstein’s field equations, the accelerated expan-
sion of the universe is obtained when the effective equation of state is strictly
smaller than ω < −1/3. In the slow-roll inflationary paradigm, this is typically
achieved by postulating a universe dominated by a scalar field (slowly) rolling
down its potential. Assuming homogeneity and isotropy, from the shape of
the potential, the slow-roll conditions can be derived. When these conditions
are satisfied, the energy budget is dominated by the potential energy (i.e it
keeps an ω ≈ −1), and a sustained period of slow-roll inflation occurs. Surely,
assuming homogeneity and isotropy for the initial conditions of the universe
is one of the main problem inflation is supposed to solve, so the initial con-
ditions required for inflation have often been a topic of controversy, e.g. in
Refs. [52, 56, 57, 63, 64] and more recently in Refs. [37, 47, 79–82]. Thus, the
remaining question is: Can generic (inhomogeneous) preinflationary scenarios
successfully lead to enough cosmic inflation (∼ 60 efolds)?

The issue of initial conditions for inflation has been studied extensively us-
ing analytical, semi-analytical and numerical approaches (for a review see
Ref. [65]). Full numerical relativity simulations have also been used to explore
the dynamics of the preinflationary era beyond the perturbative regime. These
have consisted of scenarios with a highly inhomogeneous scalar field [58, 99]
and large tensor perturbations [85]. The effects of concave and convex poten-
tial shapes were also studied in Ref. [59].

In our previous paper [1], the case of (single field) Higgs/Starobinsky prein-
flation was considered, containing large field gradients and inhomogeneous
kinetic energies across Hubble scales. We have shown that for this model,
gravitational shear and tensor modes can potentially delay the onset of infla-
tion, but never prevent it. The question of the implications of adding extra
fields is, however, still open.

The (p)reheating epoch is a necessary phase occurring after the end of inflation.
It starts once the slow-roll conditions are violated and the inflaton condensate
begins to oscillate around the minimum of its potential. These oscillations
transfer energy to the matter sector, through parametric resonances, originating
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in the hot big bang plasma [100,101]. Usually, in the literature, the phase when
particles are produced is known as “preheating”, while the term “reheating”
is left for when the inflaton has effectively decayed and the thermalization
phase begins. The reheating process has direct implications on the Cosmic
Microwave Background (CMB), and current measurements are sensitive to it
[102–104]. For a more elaborate review on the topic, see Refs. [75, 105].

The dynamics of the initial stages of preheating have been extensively stud-
ied throughout the last decade. Perturbative approaches [100, 101, 106–109]
and numerical lattice simulations [110–117] have been used extensively while
assuming linearized Einstein gravity. Reheating involving non-minimally cou-
pled scalar fields has also been of large interest [96, 108, 109, 118–126], and
includes studies of Higgs inflation [96,116,123,127]. While lattice simulations
have been capable to preserve the non-perturbative dynamics associated with
inhomogeneous scalar fields, they do not consider the fully non-linear grav-
itational counterparts [128], whose effects on the structure formation might
lead to the early formation of black holes [129–131]. Recently in 2019, Gib-
lin & Tishue, in Ref. [132] presented the first preheating simulations in full
general relativity for the canonical m2ϕ2 inflationary model. While their re-
sults disfavor the formation of compact structures, for that particular model, it
shows the potential of numerical relativity to clarify the role of gravitational
backreactions in the early universe, complementary to the standard cosmolog-
ical perturbation theory. A year later, Kou et. al. in Ref. [133] (see also [134])
presented numerical relativity simulations for an alternative inflationary model
which allowed the formation of oscillons during the preheating potentially col-
lapsing into black holes.

In this paper, I present a set of full general relativity simulations concern-
ing both the preinflationary and preheating epochs. The non-minimally cou-
pled Higgs inflation model has been considered in the presence of an auxiliary
scalar field. With the help of these simulations, we first ask ourselves how a full
general relativistic treatment affects the resonant dynamics of preheating, and
how the coupling strength of the fields affect the formation of structures during
the broad resonance phase. Then, we check whether similar dynamics can be
present during the preinflationary phase and, importantly, if these can under-
mine the beginning of inflation in the first place. I show that, in the presence of
additional fields, the non-minimal coupling to gravity of the Higgs field allows
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for an efficient preheating process; Large amount of particles are produced and
the formation of complex structures occurs. However, during preinflation, at
large enough Higgs field values, the non-minimal coupling always acts as a
stabilizer that protects the dynamics of the inflaton from inhomogeneities in
other fields, ensuring the success of starting cosmic inflation.

The organization of the manuscript is as follows: in Section 6.3 the general-
ized covariant formalism is introduced while in Section 6.4 focus on the Higgs
model. Section 6.5 explains the numerical strategy of the simulations. The
results for preheating and preinflation are presented in Sections 6.6 and 6.7,
respectively. Additional information on the notation, code performance, initial
data sets and supplementary figures are available in the appendix.

6.3 Covariant formalism

In this section, we consider a universe containing an arbitrary number of scalar
fields φ̄I , labelled by Latin capital letters I, J,K = 1, 2, ..., N . We consider
a metric tensor ḡµν in 3 + 1 dimensions where Greek letters are used to la-
bel spacetime indices µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3, using the “mostly plus metric” sign
convention (− + ++). The variables with an upper-bar or “hat” are being
described in the Jordan frame. In this kind of models, the action in the Jordan
frame is given by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−ḡ
[
f(φ̄I)R̄−

M2
pl

2
δIJ ḡ

µν∂µφ̄
I∂ν φ̄

J − U(φ̄I)
]
, (6.1)

where Mpl is the reduced Planck mass, ḡ is the determinant of the metric, R̄
is the Ricci scalar, U(φ̄I) is the scalar field potential, and f(φ̄I) contains the
fields non-minimal coupling gravity ξI , so that

f(φ̄I) =
M2

pl

2

[
1 + ξK

(
φ̄K
)2]

. (6.2)

The dynamical analysis of such systems is easier to deal with in the Einstein
frame. This is done by rescaling the metric tensor, under the Weyl transforma-
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tion

ḡµν(x)→ gµν(x) =
2

M2
pl

f
(
φ̄I
)
ḡµν(x) . (6.3)

Thus, now in the Einstein frame, the action reads

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R−

M2
pl

2
GIJ(φ̄K)gµν∂µφ̄

I∂ν φ̄
J − V (φ̄I)

]
, (6.4)

Where GIJ(φK) is a field-space metric containing the mixing with the non-
minimal coupling,

GIJ(φ̄K) =
M2

pl

2f(φ̄K)

[
δIJ +

3

f(φ̄K)

∂f

∂φ̄I
∂f

∂φ̄J

]
, (6.5)

and the field potential has been redefined as

V (φ̄I) =
M4

pl

4f2(φ̄I)
U(φ̄I). (6.6)

Varying the action of Eq. (6.4) with respect to φI , one can find the stress tensor
and the field’s equations of motion:

Tµν = GIJ∂µφ̄I∂ν φ̄J − gµν
[

1

2
GIJ∂αφ̄I∂αφ̄J + V (φ̄I)

]
, (6.7)

�φ̄I + gµνΓIJK∂µφ̄
J∂ν φ̄

K − GIJ ∂

∂φ̄J
V (φ̄K) = 0, (6.8)

where� is the Alambertian operator, and ΓIJK(φL) are the Christoffel symbols
constructed from the field-space metric GIJ .

The canonical Einstein fields denoted by ΦI are defined by solving the follow-
ing system of equations

M2
pl

2
GIJgµν∂µφ̄I∂ν φ̄J = δIJg

µν∂µΦI∂νΦJ . (6.9)
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This transformation further simplifies the action in Eq. (6.4). However, finding
the solution to such a system of equations is not always straightforward. In
the Einstein frame, the field equations of motion are reduced to the classical
Klein-Gordon equations of the form

�ΦI − ∂

∂ΦI
V (ΦK) = 0 . (6.10)

6.4 Higgs Inflation

In this work we consider the model of (non-minimally coupled) Higgs inflation
which is one of the most favored slow-roll inflation models by the latest CMB
data from Planck [37]. We consider a dynamical system consisting of two
scalar fields and gravity. Interaction between the Higgs field and other Stan-
dard Model particles, particularly in the electroweak sector, have been ignored.
The evolution has been treated classically, therefore radiative loop corrections
have also been neglected. Section 6.1, briefly reviews the formalism for the
single-field paradigm, assuming the unitary gauge, while the implications of
adding extra scalar fields are discussed in subsection 6.1.

6.4.1 The single-field case

The Higgs inflation model [86] postulates that the inflaton is the Higgs field
from the Standard Model of particle physics, with a non-minimal coupling to
gravity. The Standard Model Lagrangian, therefore, includes an extra term
ξH†HR, where R is the Ricci scalar, and H is the Higgs field in the unitary
gauge [135],

H =
Mpl√

2

(
0

h

)
, (6.11)

and, ξh is the only free parameter of the model. This term is somehow expected
as it is naturally generated by quantum corrections in curved spacetime [136].
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In the Einstein frame, the Higgs potential reads

V (h) = M4
pl

λ
(
h2 − v2

Mpl

)2

4 (1 + ξhh2)2 , (6.12)

the shape of which is illustrated in Fig. 6.1. For the single field case, us-
ing Eq. (6.9), one can convert from the Jordan frame field h to the canonical
inflaton in the Einstein frame ϕ by solving

1

Mpl

dϕ
dh

=
√
Ghh =

√
1 + ξh(1 + 6ξh)h2

1 + ξhh2
, (6.13)

which leads to the known expression [137]

ϕ

Mpl
=

√
1 + 6ξh
ξh

arcsinh
[
h
√
ξh(1 + 6ξh)

]
−
√

6 arctanh

[
ξh
√

6h√
1 + ξh(1 + 6ξh)h2

]
.

(6.14)

Expanding the above expression and substituting it in the potential (6.12), one
gets, in terms of the ϕ-field,

VSI(ϕ) ≈ Λ4
(

1− e−
√

2/3|ϕ|/Mpl

)2
, (6.15)

where

Λ4 ≡M4
plλ/(4ξ

2
h) , (6.16)

is the overall amplitude of the potential.

The energy scale of inflation is given by the amplitude of the potential, H2
inf ≈

Λ4/(3Mpl). Assuming that the observable modes exited the Hubble radius at
N? = 55 efolds before the end of inflation, the scalar and tensor perturbations
of the CMB power-spectrum lead to Λ ' 3.1× 10−3Mpl [37]. Thus, the ratio
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Figure 6.1: Left panels illustrate the Higgs potential in the Einstein frame in terms
of the inflaton ϕ (top-left) and the h-field (bottom-left). Slow-roll inflation runs
from right to left as indicated by the arrow; the red-shaded area indicates the post-
inflationary period, after the first slow-roll parameter becomes larger than unity. The
top-right panel shows the conversion between h and ϕ, and in the bottom-right panel,
the field-space Christoffel symbol Γhhh is plotted to illustrate the kinematic factor felt
by h due to the non-minimal coupling, as seen in the Einstein frame, (see equation
6.8). The large fluctuations around h ≈ 0 result into the Riemann spikes seen during
the evolution.
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between the Higgs self-coupling and the non-minimal coupling must obey

λ

ξ2
h

' 5 · 10−10 . (6.17)

The value of the Higgs self-coupling is measured by collider physics to be
λ ' 0.13 [14]. Therefore, Eq. (6.17) fixes the value of the Higgs non-minimal
coupling to ξh ≈ 1.8 · 104.

At leading order, the firsts two slow-roll parameters read

ε1 '
M2

pl

2

(
∂hV

V

)2

, (6.18)

ε2 ' 2M2
pl

[(
∂hV

V

)2

−
∂2
h V

V

]
, (6.19)

and as long ε1 < 1 (homogeneous) inflation is granted. In other words, the
inflationary trajectory ends when ε = 1, corresponding to an equation of state
ω = −1/3. Assuming that inflation lasted, at least, the minimum amount to
explain the CMB observations, ∆N ' 55 efolds, this implies that it should
have started at a field value of ϕ∗ & 5.5 Mpl (h∗ & 0.1). Once cosmic in-
flation takes place, the field slowly rolls down the potential until the kinetic
energy breaks the slow-conditions. The end of inflation occurs approximately
at ϕend ≈ 0.94 Mpl (hend ≈ 0.008) [137], signifying the beginning of the
reheating epoch.

6.4.2 Higgs with an auxiliary field

Let us consider now the addition of an auxiliary field s, into the Higgs inflation
model. To keep within the spirit of the original model [86], in this paper,
we restrict ourselves to the case where this new field is minimally coupled to
gravity (ξs = 0). On the other hand, an interaction term is added in the action
of Eq. (6.4),

Lint = −g h2s2 , (6.20)
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where g is the field-field coupling constant. This term is necessary for a
parametric-type preheating to occur at the end of inflation. After this modi-
fication, the potential in Eq. (6.15) becomes

V (h, s) = M4
pl

[
λ
4

(
h2 − v2/M2

pl

)2
+ g h2s2

]
(1 + ξhh2)2 . (6.21)

It is relevant to note that the effect of the non-minimal coupling ξh on the
potential is crucial. While in the Jordan frame the potential becomes larger
U(h, s) → ∞ at large Higgs-values h → ∞, in the Einstein frame the po-
tential tends to the constant plateau V (h, s) → Λ4, effectively suppressing
the interaction term and stabilizing the dynamics. This effect applies as well
to any other possible coupling between the inflaton and other matter sources,
including high energy new physics [138], which remarkably generalizes the
dynamics at large field values, thus during preinflation [73, 93].

In this extension of the model, the canonically normalised fields in the Ein-
stein frame are denoted by ϕ, χ. Where ϕ represents the inflaton, and χ the
auxiliary field.

6.4.3 Conversion between the fields in the Jordan and Ein-
stein frame notation

The fact that the s-field is assumed to be minimally coupled, facilitates the
analysis as it simplifies the mixing between the fields and gravity. Indeed,
under this assumption, the field-space metric becomes diagonal, i.e. GIJ =

diag(Ghh,Gss). This is convenient because allows us to easily infer the mo-
mentum of the Einstein framed fields (Πϕ, Πχ) the Jordan ones (Πh, Πs), by
(no index-summation implied)

Π2
ϕ = GhhΠ2

h , Π2
χ = GssΠ2

s . (6.22)

In principle, the conversion of the field values should be done by solving
Eq. (6.9). However, at small-field values the conversion can be well approxi-
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mated by solving

1

Mpl

∂ϕ

∂h
≈
√
Ghh ,

1

Mpl

∂χ

∂s
≈
√
Gss , (6.23)

recovering Eq. (A.24) for the inflaton, while the auxiliary field in that frame is
approximately given by

χ

Mpl
≈
(
1 + ξhh

2
)−1/2

s . (6.24)

Note that, as shown in appendix B.5, these approximations are not valid in
some parts of the field-space when s & 0.1, therefore they cannot be used
when large field excursions are present, such as when considering preinfla-
tionary scenarios (see section 6.5.1).

6.5 Numerical strategy

The end goal of this paper is to test if Higgs inflation in the presence of an aux-
iliary field can begin from inhomogeneous initial conditions, and samewise if
it is able to preheat the universe after the end of inflation via parametric pre-
heating. To that end, I will be using the GRChombo numerical relativity code
to simulate the pre- and post-inflationary dynamics in full general relativity.

In the 3+1 decomposition of General Relativity the line element is written as

ds2 = −α2dt2 +
1

χ
γ̃ ij(dx

i + βidt)(dxj + βjdt) , (6.25)

where it has been used the conformal decomposition of the metric, γ ij = 1
χ γ̃ ij .

The lapse and shift gauge parameters are given by α and βi, respectively. In
this section, χ is the metric conformal factor which relates to the cosmological
scale factor as χ = 1/a2. The extrinsic curvature K ij is also split into its
conformal traceless part Ã ij and the trace K,

K ij =
1

χ

(
Ã ij +

1

3
γ̃ ijK

)
. (6.26)
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It relates with the Hubble rate H , in the homogeneous case, as

H = −K
3
. (6.27)

The energy-momentum tensor can be decomposed into the scalar fields’ energy
density ρsf , momentum density Si and anisotropic tensor Sij ,

ρsf = nµnνT
µν ,

Si = −γiµnνTµν ,
Sij = γiµγjνT

µν ,

S = γ ijS ij ,

(6.28)

where nµ = (1/α,−βi/α) is the unit normal vector to the three-dimensional
slices. In analogy to the perfect fluid case with pressure p = S/3, the effective
equation of state can be defined by

ω ≡ p

ρsf
=

1

3

S

ρsf
. (6.29)

In the gravity sector, the energy associated with gravitational vector and tensor
modes is given by

ρshear =
M2

pl

2
Ã ijÃ

ij ∝ ∂tγ̃ ij∂tγ̃ ij , (6.30)

and the curvature contribution to the energy budged is written in terms of the
Ricci scalar (of the 3-dim metric)

ρR =
M2

pl

2
R . (6.31)

Then one can write the Hamiltonian and Momentum constraint equations as

H =
M2

pl

3
K2 +

M2
pl

2
R−

M2
pl

2
ÃijÃ

ij − ρsf , (6.32)

= 3M2
plH

2 + ρR − ρshear − ρsf = 0 ,

Mi = Dj(Kij − γijK)− 8πSi = 0 . (6.33)
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From the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner formalism, it can also be shown that the con-
ditions to have an accelerated expansion of the universe are given when

ω < −1

3
, ρshear <

∣∣∣∣3ρsf

4

(
1

3
+ ω

)∣∣∣∣ . (6.34)

Averaging overall space, we can use these conditions to determine the begin-
ning of inflation after the preinflationary era, as well as to set the time of which
preheating starts.

In the following analyses, the mean value of variable at a given time is denoted
with 〈...〉 brackets. For instance, for a given variable θ

〈θ〉 ≡ 1

V

∫
θ dV , (6.35)

where V is the spatial volume. Similarly, the root-mean-square (rms) and the
standard deviations (std) are computed like

rms(θ) =
√
〈θ2〉 , std(θ) =

√
〈θ2〉 − 〈θ〉2 , (6.36)

These identities are used to assess the level of inhomogeneity in variable θ, as
well as the scope of local overdensities. Some example includes the density
contrast δρsf and curvature contrast δR which are given by

δρsf =
ρsf − 〈ρsf〉
3M2

plH
2
, δR =

ρR − 〈ρR〉
3M2

plH
2
. (6.37)

The scalar curvature ζ, as well as the mean number of efolds 〈N〉 are computed
with

〈N〉 = 〈ln(a)〉 , ζ = std [ln(a)] , (6.38)
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with a = 1/
√
χ. Here, χ denotes the metric conformal factor in Eq. (6.25).

6.5.1 Computational details

All simulations are done in a grid composed by (128)3 to (156)3 cells with an
initial grid-size L which is of the order of the Hubble size. The topology is
of a 3-dimensional torus with periodic boundary conditions in all dimensions.
The initial configurations assume conformal flatness, (e.g. γ̃ ij = diag(1, 1, 1)

and Ã ij = 0), where inhomogeneities are contained in the form of scalar field
gradients, which are then compensated by the conformal factor (i.e. gravi-
tational scalar curvature). The valid sets of initial data have been computed
by solving the Hamiltonian constraint iteratively, as in most of the previous
works [1, 59, 66, 89]. The evolution of the system is computed in the Einstein
frame by numerical integration of the BSSN equations [67–69] in 3+1 dimen-
sions, implemented in the GRChombo code. A more detailed explanation of
the structure and validation of the code can be found in the appendix and in
Refs. [3, 66].

Two different evolution schemes have been used for the numerical evolution of
the fields. Simulations on the preheating epoch are evolved using the canonical
Einstein fields ϕ, χ. Therefore, at each timestep, the approximate conversions
of Eq. (6.23) are used to recover the values of h, s needed to evaluate the poten-
tial, Eq. (6.21), and its derivatives. This is done to solve dynamical instabilities
occurring at h ≈ 0, where the h-field experience transients accelerations as a
result of the presence of Γhhh-term in the evolution equations Eq. (6.8) (and
see fig. 6.1). Despite that this issue can be overcome by shortening the time
integration during the coherent linear phase, the code becomes very unstable
during the broad resonance period, when the h-field inhomogenizes. This issue
is solved when the system is evolved using the Einstein-frame notation, and it
allows us to continue the simulations for a longer time. As shown in section
6.6, both evolution schemes give numerically equivalent results. On the other
hand, simulations on the preinflationary era are done using the (exact) formal-
ism with the Jordan-framed h, s-fields. This does not represent an issue, as h
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does not continuously oscillate around zero and therefore the instability is not
present.

Evolution in ϕ and χ Evolution in h and s

Figure 6.2: Comparison of the two evolution schemes; Left panels use the canonical
Einstein field ϕ, χ during the numerical evolution, right panels uses the Jordan-frame
field h, s. The top panels show the time evolution of the standard deviations for the
kinetic inflaton energy ρϕ (green line), auxiliary field kinetic energy ρχ (red line),
and the root-mean-square values for the gravitational shear ρshear (blue line), and
curvature contributions ρR (black line). In both plots the mean energy densities, 〈ρsf〉
(in orange) and 〈ρϕ〉 (in dotted green line) have been added as a reference. The bottom
panels show the evolution of scalar curvature ζ (in black) and the std (in green and
red lines) and mean values (blue and purple lines, respectively) of the scalar fields
in the Jordan (left panel) and Einstein (right panel) frame notation. The fields are
represented in units of Planck mass (mp). Red shaded area indicates the region when
dynamical instabilities in the h-field evolution raises large violations in the constraint
equations (6.32).
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6.6 Dynamics of preheating

At the end of inflation, the inflaton field starts a period of coherent oscillations
around the potential minimum. The large amplitude of the oscillations justifies
a classical treatment of the inflaton field. The simulations start about Nini ≈
−1 e-folds before the end of inflation, thus the field is considered to be initially
homogeneous1 in field value at the edge of the plateau, and is rolling down the
potential with a background kinetic term. The initial values are set to

h ≈ 1.1 · 10−2 , Πh ≈ −8.1 · 10−9 Mpl (6.39)

what is equivalent to

ϕ ≈ 2.0 Mpl , Πϕ ≈ −1.2 · 10−6 M2
pl (6.40)

where Πh, Πϕ correspond to the fields momentum.

On the other hand, the auxiliary field is assumed to be in its vacuum state due
to the redshift caused during inflation, where fluctuations of the field are of
quantum origin. The initial state of the field is set by

s(~x) = 〈s0〉+

Nm∑
n=1

3∑
i=1

∆n

3
cos

(
2πnx

λ
+ θn

)
with 〈s0〉 = 0 , ∆n =

πn

λ

(6.41)

where λ ≈ L/10 is the largest perturbation size, θn is a random phase, and the
number of modes Nm set between 10 and 50. The momentum of the s-field
(and Πχ) is initially set to zero.

6.6.1 Parametric resonances

In the analysis, the evolution of the gravitational and scalar field sector are
considered, i.e. ρshear, ρR, and ρsf . The later one is further decomposed into

1Simulations containing initial perturbations in the Higgs field has also been considered
without significant changes in the resonance dynamics. See the Appendix C.
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the inflaton and auxiliary field parts, ρϕ, ρχ by assuming

ρϕ ≈
1

2
Π2
ϕ , ρχ ≈

1

2
Π2
χ (6.42)

where the kinetic energy of the fields is used as a proxy to estimate their energy
contribution to the global dynamics.

Because we can use two evolution schemes for the fields, namely using the
Jordan or the Einstein frame definitions, let us first compare both schemes and
ensure that we obtain equivalent results. In Fig. 6.2, this is done by direct
comparison of the evolution of the energy densities shown in the top panels.
The mean energy density is shown with the orange lines, while the standard
deviation of the fields kinetic energies ρϕ and ρχ, corresponding to the green
and red lines, respectively. Additionally, the densities from the gravitational
curvature (black lines) and shear (blue lines) are also shown. In the bottom
panels, the mean and standard deviation of the fields and scalar curvature ζ
are shown. It’s interesting to note several differences in the evolution of the
fields: Because the shape of the potential is different in both representations
of the field, this is reflected in the scaling of mean values of the fields [102].
In particular, these simulations show that the mean of Higgs field scales like
〈h〉 ∝ a−3/4. On the other hand, the canonically normalized inflaton scales
like 〈ϕ〉 ∝ a−3/2. The latter is analogous to a quadratic potential around its
minimum [102,132]. Differences are also noticeable when looking at the field
excitations (standard deviations): in the evolution of perturbations in h, the
Riemann spikes that occur when h ≈ 0 are clearly visible, while for perturba-
tions in ϕ they are hidden because of the mixing with R, in the Einstein frame.
In both cases, though, the scalar perturbation ζ closely follow the fluctuations
of the h, ϕ fields. On the other hand, the auxiliary fields behave very similarly
in both schemes, and we can clearly relate the s and χ fields. This is not sur-
prising as the s-field is chosen to be minimally coupled to gravity and therefore
the mixing after the Weyl transformation is predominantly between h and R.
All in all, we see that, for this particular case, the broad resonance of the fields
occurs within N ≈ 1.5− 2.5 efolds, where the excitations of the fields (in all
frames) grow exponentially.

In a similar way, Fig. 6.3 shows simulations for different values in g. Dur-
ing the broad resonance period, we find that curvature grows strictly following
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the excitations of the fields (the std values). The efficiency of resonances is
conditioned by the g-coupling, as the interaction term (Eq. 6.20) can be inter-
preted as the effective mass terms of the fields. For large couplings, g & 1,
fluctuations of the field are largely suppressed during the last efolds of infla-
tion, pushing the field down to zero. This overdamping, which is partly due
to the classical treatment of the initial gradients, impedes the resonance pe-
riods at later times and preheating fails. Coupling strengths in the range of
0.1 & g & 10−4 does allow preheating. However, while at larger coupling val-
ues the broad resonant phase starts earlier, the produced fluctuations saturate
at lower energies resulting in lower energy transfer from the background field.

For even lower coupling values, g . 10−4, the particle production becomes
inefficient (at least during the first 3-4 efolds post-inflation) and the energies
associated with them fail to co-dominate the dynamics. The preheating of the
universe is therefore presumably delayed to later times, but we cannot numer-
ically explore this region.

In summary, within the assumptions of the model, a successful and fast pre-
heating of the Universe occurs for a range in the field-field strength coupling of
1 & g & 10−4, with a peak efficiency of around g ≈ 10−3. This is a surprising
result because other studies on Higgs inflation [96] found that self-resonances
from the Higgs, alone, effectively preheat the universe when considering lin-
earized gravity. These simulations show that this is no longer the case when
considering full gravity.
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Figure 6.3: Same as in the top left panel in figure 6.2 for several simulations with
different choices in g. Dashed purple lines denote the maximum values of the auxiliary
field’s kinetic energy.
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6.6.2 Structure formation

Structure formation starts when the energy fluctuations of the fields grow com-
parable to the background energy density. In our simulations, this occurs
around N & 2.5 efolds after the end of inflation, flagging the highly non-
linear phase in both matter and gravitational sectors. As shown in Fig. 6.4,
the structure consists of the region of space containing both under- and over-
dense energies. Overdense (underdense) scalar-field regions coexist with large
local positive (negative) Ricci scalar fluctuations of the order of δρ, δρR ≈
1 (δρ, δρR ≈ −1), reaching even larger values for low-mass particles (i.e.
g ≈ 10−3). The type of structure formed in these simulations resembles to
what was reported in other works as oscillons (or transfers [117]). Because
during the structure formation the dominant energies are shifted to smaller
scales, our simulations can not accurately run long enough to confirm the for-
mation of black holes. However, other works have shown that instabilities on
such oscillon-like objects, can lead to the formation of primordial black holes
through self-collapse [133, 139, 140]. This will be studied with dedicated sim-
ulations in future works.
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Figure 6.4: Structure formation during reheating. Top panel shows the evolution of
the global density contrasts for ρsf (solid line) and ρR (dashed lines). Bottom plots
show contours of under/overdense regions: ρsf = 1.25 (black), ρsf = 0.8 (blue), and
ρsf = −0.7 (red), as well for negative/positive curvature: ρR = 1.5 (dark green),
ρR = 1.0 (light green), −0.8 (light purple), ρR = −1.0 (dark purple). These 3D rep-
resentations correspond to the simulation with g = 0.001 shown above, at N ≈ 2.9.
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6.7 Dynamics of preinflation

The preinflationary scenario is dependent on the initial conditions of the uni-
verse, and therefore, its properties are unknown. Arguably, in the classical
regime, the primordial universe can be thought of as an inhomogeneous in-
flaton field that successfully leads to inflation when the kinetic and gradient
energies fall below the field’s potential energy. The necessary conditions to
trigger exponential expansion are a negative effective equation of state that
〈ω〉 < −1/3, and a subdominant contribution of gravitational modes, i.e.
Eq. (6.34). If these conditions are satisfied quickly enough, so that the mean
field values are still in the flat part of the potential, then inflation starts.

The particular case of (single field) Higgs inflation model was considered in
our previous paper, Ref. [1]. The model showed to be robust to large inho-
mogeneities at sub- and super-Hubble scales. Our simulations showed that
highly dynamical field fluctuations source large gravitational (shear and ten-
sor) modes that can eventually dominate the energy budget. The energy den-
sity associated with field fluctuations decays like radiation, ρsf ∝ a−4, and
these gravitational modes like ρshear ∝ a−2. In any case, both scalar-field and
gravitational excitations eventually become subdominant in just a few e-folds
and inflation begins. In the following, these analyses are expanded by adding
an auxiliary field.

The simulations on preinflation initially contain field gradients in both the in-
flaton and auxiliary fields, with perturbation in sub- and super-Hubble config-
urations. The initial mean value of the Higgs (inflaton) is always considered to
be beyond 〈h〉 > 0.5, (〈ϕ〉/Mpl > 6), so it is deeply located in the flat region
of the potential. For the auxiliary field, cases with zero and non-zero mean
values have been considered. The selection of these cases have been chosen so
that the overall mean energy density is a few orders of magnitude larger than
the energy scale of inflation, i.e. 〈ρsf(t0)〉 > Λ. Thus, all considered cases
contain inhomogeneities well beyond the linear regime.

Figure 6.5 show two example cases, at super-Hubble (left) and sub-Hubble
(right) scales. In both cases, the preinflationary phase consists of a homoge-
nization period driven by the (in average) positive expansion of the Universe.
Similarly as shown in Ref. [1], super-Hubble initial conditions tend to form
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Super-Hubble perturbations Sub-Hubble perturbations

Figure 6.5: Dynamics of two example simulations initially at super-Hubble (left)
and sub-Hubble (right) perturbations. Top panels show the evolution of scalar field’s
energy density (orange line), and shear (solid blue line). The rms values for the
Higgs (green line), auxiliary field (red line) as well as for the gravitational shear (dot-
ted blue line) and curvature densities (dotted black lines). The mean field evolution
(upper-middle panels) and std values (lower-middle panels) for the Higgs (green line)
and auxiliary (red line) fields. The scalar curvature perturbation ζ is shown in gray
lines. Bottom panels show the evolution of the equation of state (solid black line),
with plus/minus std values in the shaded gray area. The red-dotted line denotes the
ω < −1/3 threshold necessary for accelerated expansion of Universe.
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trapped surfaces, or preinflationary black holes (PIBHs), after Horizon cross-
ing. Because these black holes are always (much) smaller than the Hubble
radius, instead of impeding inflation, they tend to facilitate it by trapping the
overdense regions thereby, fastening the homogenization. On the other hand,
at sub-Hubble scales, perturbation modes transit back-and-forth between gra-
dients and kinetic energies, effectively making the energy density scale like
radiation ρsf ∝ a−4. In that scenario, the optimal conditions for triggering
inflation look like a dynamical attractor, and cosmic inflation starts within a
few efolds.

Interestingly, in the presence of the auxiliary (spectator) field, these oscilla-
tions also trigger energy transfer between the (Jordan framed-) Higgs and the
auxiliary field. However, these dynamics do not originate in enhancement of
structures like in preheating, because now at field values h > 0.02, the non-
minimal coupling of the Higgs has the effect of significantly reducing the im-
pact of the (minimally coupled) auxiliary field when seen in the Einstein frame.
This effect can be observed in Fig. 6.5, where even when perturbations in the
s-field are larger than in the h-field (see Fig. 6.5 middle panels), the dynamical
term is always orders of magnitude smaller in the auxiliary field χ. The sup-
pression effect comes from the mixing, which is introduced by the field-space
metric lower than unity, i.e. Gss = 1/(1 + ζhh

2) ≤ 1 and becomes orders of
magnitude smaller for large enough h-field values (e.g. Gss � 1 for h > 0.02).
This suppression factor should apply to all other possible matter components
that are minimally coupled to gravity.

6.7.1 On the initial conditions for inflation

In this paper we have extended previous works on testing the initial conditions
for inflation by including the interplay of an extra (minimally coupled) scalar
field. We have tested cases when the initial configuration of the inflation is
deeply inhomogeneous but with its mean-field value inside the slow-roll region
of the potential. In the context of Higgs inflation, this corresponds to a mean
value close to the plateau. Initial states where the mean-field is in the non-
inflationary region (i.e. in the bottom of the potential) have not been considered
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as these cases should not lead to inflationary regions, as tested in Ref. [1]. This
is because gradients terms make the fields oscillate around the mean value, thus
these inhomogeneities are not capable of driving the field up to the plateau.
One could still consider large field inhomogeneities which spans the scalar
field into the potential’s plateau, however these perturbations are necessarily
super-Hubble (at sub-Planckian gradient energies) and, thus, these regions can
be treated as separate Universes. This is particular to Higgs inflation, as the
plateau starts at ϕ > Mpl.

Our initial settings have also assumed a conformally flat expanding Universe.
These scenarios corresponds to the case with only scalar perturbations in the
gravitational part, (i.e. without vector and tensor gravitational modes). This
is related to the choice of considering a null kinetic term in the initial hyper-
surface, which can be seen as a rather “special" slicing choice at the instan-
taneous initial time where scalar-field kinetic terms have been gauged away,
trivially satisfying the momentum constraint Eq. (6.33). Because these initial
setting are highly dynamical, this kind of slicing is not stable and once the
system is time-evolved both gravitational modes and scalar field kinetic terms
are quickly generated, leading to a less symmetric inhomogeneous system.
In particular, one could have chosen an analogous situation with initially ho-
mogeneous field values but with largely inhomogeneous kinetic terms which
would rise scalar-field inhomogeneities in the immediate time evolution [1].
Because the minimally coupled fields are energetically subdominant at high
enough Higgs values, the previous picture still holds beyond the single-field
case.

Nonetheless, there are still several limitations with such initial settings. The as-
sumption on conformal flatness only allow for gravitational perturbations risen
by the scalar field evolution, and therefore independent large tensor metric
perturbation are ignored. Studying these cases requires solving (non-trivially)
both the Hamiltonian and Momentum constraints and future works will deal
with this challenge. In addition, this work has assumed that only the Higgs
field has a non-minimal coupling to gravity, serving as a reference for other
more specific models like quintessential Higgs inflation [141], two Higgs dou-
blet models [142], etc. Still, systems with two or more non-minimally cou-
pled fields can show a much richer dynamical evolution during (pre-)inflation;
Exploring complex trajectories in field space and possibly including multiple
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inflationary phases at distinct energy stages. All these considerations are left
to future works.

Under the previous considerations, in all the considered cases, we find com-
mon dynamical patterns of the Higgs preinflationary era. This phase can
be described as a homogenization era with a varying inhomogeneous equa-
tion of state, which effectively correspond to a radiation dominated universe
〈ω〉 ≈ 1/3. Once the scalar-field falls below the energy scale of the inflation-
ary potential, the equation of state tends to a de-Sitter Universe with ω ≈ −1,
satisfying the first condition for inflation, i.e. Eq. (6.34). It has also been
shown that strong field dynamics near the Hubble scales develop large grav-
itational modes that potentially influence the expansion of the Universe until
they become subdominant. These modes effectively delay the beginning of in-
flation, but do not prevent it. Moreover, during the preinflationary era, lasting
N ≈ 3-7 efolds, the variation on the average value of the inflaton ϕ is negligi-
ble, which prevents the “overshooting” problem seen in other models [59]. All
these considerations make me conclude that, under the considered settings, the
Higgs inflation model is very robust to the inhomogeneous multifield initial
conditions of the preinflationary era.

6.8 Conclusions

In this paper, I have used fully general relativistic simulations to investigate
the robustness of the Higgs inflation model to inhomogeneous multifield initial
conditions. Specifically, in the presence of additional field couplings, these be-
ing necessary for a parametric-type reheating. It is shown that, at large enough
Higgs values, the non-minimal coupling of the Higgs protects the dynamics of
the inflaton by diminishing the impact of couplings to other fields and matter
sectors. And, as shown in Ref. [1], the dynamics from gravitational shear and
tensor modes can only delay, but not prevent, cosmic inflation.

Additionally, I also presented simulations on the preheating dynamics of the
two-field system where full gravitational backreactions in the metric have been
considered. As expected, it is shown that the efficiency of the preheating is
conditioned to coupling strength between the fields. In particular, for such a
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simple model, I found the preheating of the Universe within the first 3 − 4

efolds post-inflation to occur for couplings in the range of 0.1 . g . 10−4.
On the other hand, self-resonance from the Higgs alone, fails to reheat the
Universe within the first 3− 4 efolds after inflation.

These simulations have also shown the formation of complex structures during
the preheating, consisting in large under/overdensities as well as strong posi-
tive/negative (local) curvature regions, suggesting the possibility of (seeding)
later formation of compact structures like primordial black holes. Nonethe-
less, these results should be taken cautiously as further investigations, includ-
ing dedicated numerical simulations, are necessary to accurately resolve these
highly non-linear objects.

Future works are also necessary to study more realistic preheating scenarios,
including the Higgs couplings to the Standard Model particles. These are im-
portant, because they potentially could shorten the preheating within one efold
after inflation [125, 126], if metric backreactions allow it. Other interesting
aspects to be studied are the emission of gravitational waves - and possible
amplification effects [117, 131, 143, 144]. Importantly, some of the described
phenomena are expected to be in the observable range of future gravitational
wave experiments.





Chapter 7
Additional work

In addition to the work published in the two articles presented before, I have
also spent part of my PhD on developing, extending and adapting existing
codes. During the doctoral program, I became a member of the GRChombo
code community, which has allowed me to benefit from all the work already
done by my colleagues, as well as to contribute with novel extensions to the
code, and the development of Python scripts for post-simulation analysis and
visualization.

For the first paper, in Chap. 5, I have extensively used the already available
scalar-field implementation in the GRChombo code, as well as the initial con-
dition solver to satisfy the Hamiltonian constraint for initial data with large
gradients. In that case, an adaptation of the code to replace the pre-existing
inflation model for the Starobinsky model was needed. Additionally, a novel
methodology for solving the Hamiltonian constraint containing large inhomo-
geneous kinetic energies was developed, as explained in Chap. 5.

For the second publication of Chap. 6, the covariant formalism of a two-field
system with an arbitrary non-minimal coupling to gravity was implemented
within the BSSN scheme. The initial conditions solver has also been adapted
to consider the two-field system in the Jordan and Einstein frames. In the
current format, these codes are written for the case of Higgs inflation, but they
are easily adaptable so that, in future uses, it will be straightforward to consider
other types of potentials.

Another major contribution to the GRChombo code has been the development
of a package to solve the gravitational hydrodynamics equations for simula-
tions containing fluids within the BSSN formalism. This new code allows full
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gravitational treatment for a perfect fluid with a barotropic equation of state,
and it is used in current ongoing studies of primordial black hole (PBH) forma-
tion through the collapse of curvature perturbations during the early Universe
evolution (see below).

Last, I also became an active member of the Laser Interferometer Space An-
tenna (LISA) collaboration, and I contributed to the elaboration of the LISA
Cosmology white paper of Ref. [4]. In addition, two other papers are currently
in preparation consisting of an exhaustive review of the PBH literature avail-
able to date (midst of 2022), and the development of a Python toolkit to be
used for PBH analytical studies and the forecasting of cosmological observ-
ables, with particular focus on the gravitational wave signatures. My main
contribution to the code has been the homogenization of its structure and im-
plementation of the algorithm described in Ref. [145], used to compute the
PBH formation threshold for a given power spectrum. The paper documenting
the code is currently being written.

7.1 Gravitational hydrodynamics

We proceed to give a brief introduction to the field of general relativistic hydro-
dynamics, with particular focus on the simplest case, described by the perfect
fluid [40]. We remind the reader that energy-momentum is given by

Tµν = (ρfl + p)uµuν + p gµν , (7.1)

where ρfl and p are the fluid’s energy density and pressure, respectively, and
uµ is the 4-velocity vector.

The fluid’s energy density is commonly separated into the rest energy density
ρ0 and the interal energy ε, such that

ρfl = ρ0(1 + ε) . (7.2)

In that way, for an ideal fluid corresponding to the ultra-relativistic matter, we
have ε � 1, and so ρfl ' ρ0ε. And vice-versa, for the non-relativistic matter,
we have ρfl ' ρ0 . Also, we cautiously remark that the ρfl is in general not the
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same quantity as the ADM term (see section 4.2)

ρ ≡ nµnνTµν
= (ρfl + p)W 2 − p
= ρ0hW

2 − p ,
(7.3)

where, above, we have used the definitions for the Lorentz factor W and the
enthalpy term h [40],

W ≡ −nµuµ =
1√

1− v2
, h ≡

(
1 + ε+

p

ρ0

)
, (7.4)

with vi being the 3-velocity component of the fluid, i.e. vi = ui/W . Indeed,
ρfl and ρ are only equal when W = 1, and thus, when the local coordinates of
an Eulerian observer follow the fluid element.

The state of the fluid is described at any time by the six primitive variables:
ρ0 , ε, p, vi. The evolution equations of such a system can be derived by using
the conservation laws

∇µ (ρ0u
µ) = ∂µ

(√
−g ρ0u

µ
)

= 0 , (7.5)

and

∇µTµν = ∂µ
(√
−g Tµν

)
−
√
−g ΓαµνT

µ
α = 0 . (7.6)

In here, we skip the full derivation of the equations of motions as these can be
found in full detail in Alcubierre’s book, Ref. [40]. This procedure leads to a
system of equations where a new set of variables are defined to be used during
the evolution. These are the so-called conserved variables: D, Si and E , and
they are defined in terms of the primitive variables,

D = ρ0W , (7.7)

Si = ρ0hW
2vi , (7.8)

E = ρ0hW
2 − p−D . (7.9)
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Thereafter, the evolution equations written in a 3+1 form read

(∂t − Lβ)D = −Dk(αDv
k) + αKD , (7.10)

(∂t − Lβ)Si = −Dk

[
α
(
Sivk + γikp

)]
− (E +D)Diα+ αKSi , (7.11)

(∂t − Lβ) E = −Dk

[
αvk (E +D)

]
+ αK(E + p)

+ (E +D + p)(αvmvnKmn − vm∂mα) , (7.12)

where Lβ denotes the Lie derivative with respect to the shift vector βi.

The previous system of equations gives the evolution of the gravitating fluid
in terms of the conserved variables. However, the recovery of the primitive
variables is not an easy task in general. This is because, in their definition,
Eqs. (7.7-7.9) depend explicitly on the velocity squared (i.e. hidden inside W )
and in the pressure, and therefore in the particular equation of state. For a
generic equation of state, one often requires a root-finding technique that ob-
tains the value of p and v, prior to the recovery of the other variables. Further-
more, the recovery of the primitive variables is needed at every time step during
the evolution, as their evolution equations (7.10-7.12) also depend explicitly on
v and p. This has the inconvenience of largely increasing the computational
cost of the simulations, particularly for systems of fluids with a complex equa-
tion of state. However, for cases with a simple equation of state, the recovery
of v and p can be done analytically by finding the physical root of a high-
order polynomial. For a barotropic fluid with p = ωρfl, this implies solving
a second-order polynomial, which diminishes the simulations’ computational
burden.

In the next section, we present a current application to the code, where we in-
vestigate the formation of primordial black holes during the radiation-dominated
epoch of the Universe.

7.2 Formation of primordial black holes

One of my ongoing projects is the study of the formation of primordial black
holes (PBHs) in the early Universe using fully general relativistic simulations.
For that goal, I implemented a gravitational hydrodynamics module in the
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GRChombo code using the formalism described above. In this work, we as-
sume scenarios where the Universe can be represented by a perfect fluid, on an
FLRW background with an overlying super-Hubble curvature perturbation. In
our preliminary investigations, we have tested the code by running simulations
with quasi spherically-symmetric initial conditions and a Gaussian-shaped cur-
vature fluctuation,

ζ = ζ? exp

(
− r2

2σ2

)
. (7.13)

Here, r is the radial coordinate, ζ? is the initial amplitude of the curvature per-
turbation and σ is the typical fluctuation’s size. The initial density perturbation
ρ can be found numerically by solving the Hamiltonian constraint, under the
assumption of spatial conformal flatness, i.e. γ̃ ij = δ ij and Ã ij = 0, at super-
Hubble scales.

In Figure 7.1, we replicate the results shown in Ref. [146]. We confirm that
the threshold for PBH formation is around ζ? ≈ 0.80 for initial perturbations
at σ2 = 5/Hini, where Hini is the initial Hubble parameter. In addition, we
continue our simulations after the black hole is formed to investigate the evo-
lution of its mass. Figure 7.2 shows the evolution of the background Hubble
volume’s mass and PBH mass during the simulation. We find that PBH mass
experiences a logarithmic growth, up to a factor 2, until the final mass stabi-
lizes.
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Figure 7.1: Simulations of ultra-relativistic fluid system with a spherically symmetric
curvature perturbation. The left panel shows the evolution of the energy density for a
sub-threshold amplitude example, i.e. ζ∗ = 0.75, which fails to collapse into a black
hole. Different times slices are indicated in the colour code (from blue to red). The
right panels show the local Hubble rate (top) and energy density contrast (bottom) for
and with an initial supra-threshold amplitude, i.e. ζ∗ = 0.85, at the time when the
black hole is already formed (approximate radius indicated with yellow band).
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Figure 7.2: Formation of a primordial black hole. The solid lines show the evolution
of the mass associated with the apparent horizons corresponding to the Hubble radius
(purple) and the formed PBH (green). The PBH mass is proportional to the mass of
the Hubble radius when the curvature perturbation re-enters the Hubble volume, but
the black hole is formed at a later time. The PBH mass still grows up to a factor 2
until it stabilizes.
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In extensions of this work, we aim to study scenarios beyond spherical symme-
try and investigate possible changes in the formation threshold, and the related
variations in the characteristic masses and spins of forming black holes. An-
other important consequence of the non-sphericity is the expected emission of
gravitational waves that should occur during the collapse, with possible obser-
vational evidence in current and future gravitational wave experiments.

In our preliminary results, in Fig. 7.3, we show a simulated example of asym-
metric PBH formation, which initial data consists on three overlaying Gaussian
perturbations with origin displaced from the centre. The profile is the follow-
ing,

ζ =
3∑
i=1

= ∆i exp

[
−1

2

(r − ci)2

σ2

]
, (7.14)

where σ = 5H−1
ini , the gaussian amplitudes ∆i and displacement from the

grid’s center δci = (rcenter − ci)/H−1
ini are

∆1 = 0.7, ∆2 = 0.5, ∆1 = 1.3

δc1 = (3, 3, 0) δc2 = (−5,−2,−5) δc3 = (−2,−3, 5) ,
(7.15)

with an initial grid size L = 60H−1
ini , and rcenter = (L/2, L/2, L/2). The

figure illustrates three snapshots: the top box corresponds to an early time
before the perturbation re-enters the Hubble volume, the bottom left and right
boxes to later times during the collapse of the originating fluid overdensity, i.e.
δρ/ρbkg � 1. We use a proxy variable to estimate the amiplitude of metric
perturbations defined as

Ξ(×) ≡
1

3
(γ̃xy + γ̃xz + γ̃yz) , (7.16)

which is shown in blue and red surfaces and, in the figure, we can appreciate a
coplanar surface (in blue) and an axial region (in red). This might hint at the
development of a non-vanishing associated spin to the forming black hole. We
stress that this variable corresponds to a mixture of tensor and scalar modes and
extracting the purely tensor modes, i.e. GWs, is currently a work in progress.
At the time of the black hole formation, or more precisely, at the time when
the black hole’s apparent horizon is detected first, the black hole’s massMPBH
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and dimensionless spin S̄PBH are

MPBH ≈ 0.27H−1
∗ , S̄PBH ≈ −3 · 10−3 , (7.17)

where H−1
∗ is the size of the Hubble radius at reentering. We are also investi-

gating the evolution of these quantities at later times.

Figure 7.3: Snapshots of simulations on gravitational collapse of asymmetric cur-
vature perturbation in radiation domination. The boxes correspond to three different
times, chronologically ordered from top to bottom-right. Contour lines indicate the
energy contrast in the fluid δρ/ρbkg, while the volume rendering surfaces in blue and
red colours indicates the sum of the non-diagonal metric perturbations, Ξ(×).





Chapter 8
Conclusions and Outlook

We are reaching the end of this manuscript and it is now time to summarize our
work. We started by reviewing the historical and current status of cosmology in
the first introductory chapters. In chapter 2, we introduced the standard model
of cosmology within the paradigm of Einstein’s General Relativity and the
FLRW Universe. We have treated the historical Big Bang problems, namely
the horizon and flatness problems, and how an early phase of cosmic inflation
was proposed to solve them. Chapter 3 was focus on slow-roll inflation, and
within the framework of cosmological perturbation theory, we described how
the fields’ quantization provides for the generation mechanism of the primor-
dial scalar and tensor fluctuations.

The inhomogeneous Universe was treated in chapter 4, and a fully general
relativistic framework based on the 3+1 formalism of General Relativity was
presented. We introduced the BSSN system of equations which are widely
used for running numerical simulations. We have discussed the applications
of this formalism to cosmological simulations, putting particular emphasis on
the description of scalar fields, which was later used in chapters 5 and 6 in the
context of inflation.

Chapter 5 has presented our investigations on inhomogeneous single-field pre-
inflationary scenarios. We have shown rich dynamical simulations considering
the Higgs and Starobinsky inflation models, where we have identified the re-
quirements for inflation to start from highly inhomogeneous conditions. Our
work shows a variety of possible scenarios that could have played a role in the
Universe prior to inflation. These consist of a preinflationary epoch of up to 7
efolds of scalar-field dominated universes with equations of state of kination
and radiation. Other scenarios consist of an even longer period of preinfla-



148 Chapter 8. Conclusions and Outlook

tion dominated by gravitational vector/tensor modes lasting up to 14 efolds of
decelerated expansion. This suggests that our Universe is at least one billion
times larger than the volume of our observable Universe today. Finally, we
conclude that any local Hubble region during preinflation having an average
scalar field value in the slow-roll part of the potential will eventually lead to
inflation, no matter how inhomogeneous the initial conditions are.

In Chapter 6, we expanded our previous investigations by including an auxil-
iary scalar field and further tested the robustness of the non-minimally coupled
Higgs Inflation during the preinflation and the preheating eras. The inclu-
sion of the auxiliary field allows for parametric-type resonances that, during
preheating, successfully transfer energy from the inflaton condensate into lo-
calized excitations of the fields. After the broad resonance period, we showed
that field excitations begin to form structures consisting of large under/over-
densities regions. On the other hand, in the context of preinflation, we showed
that the non-minimal coupling acts as a stabilization mechanism that enhances
the inflaton dynamics. This effect significantly reduces the impact of pertur-
bations from other fields and matter sectors on the global dynamics, and there-
fore, it facilitates the beginning of inflation.

In summary, in the previous investigations, we have shown that the Higgs
(and Starobinsky) models are very robust to the considered initial conditions,
and we have probed the preheating mechanism also in full General Relativ-
ity. However, there have been some limitations in these studies, particularly
on the assumptions taken when generating the initial data for the simulations.
In the case of preinflation, we assumed scenarios with a conformally flat met-
ric which only allowed us to consider initial scalar fluctuations in the metric;
and the tensor modes sourced by the posterior evolution. Future works could
relax this assumption by including large tensor modes, ab initio, from an inde-
pendent origin, or even with non-flat background geometries. This approaches
typically requires of a full initial data solver that iteratively solves both the
Hamiltonian and momentum constraint. There has been recent theoretical and
numerical advances in this regards [147]. Similarly, the initial data in our pre-
heating studies has been constructed by the superposition of several sinusoidal
modes in the scalar field, while we have assumed no initial tensor perturba-
tions. Instead, future works might want to investigate more realistic configu-
rations by constructing initial data in the Bunch-Davies vacuum for the scalar
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fields, as well as for the gravitational waves. The inclusion of tensor modes
could induce the amplification of gravitational waves during the resonance pe-
riods, which could be of observational interest to future GW experiments. We
plan to investigate these phenomena in future works.

Numerical relativity is rapidly becoming an important tool for studying cos-
mological settings beyond the perturbative regime. Despite that, here, we have
been focusing on the initial condition problem of inflation; many other sit-
uations exist where the nonlinearity of the Einstein equations should not be
neglected. The effects of gravitational backreactions on the resonance struc-
ture during the preheating have been one example, and future works are neces-
sary to satisfactorily comprehend these dynamics. The same occurs with other
hypothetical processes that might have developed in the early Universe, and
numerical investigations allow us to search for detectable signatures in future
experiments. Indeed, in a similar manner that numerical relativity has been
essential to precisely compute GW waveform from astrophysical binary merg-
ers [18, 148], these same tools can now be used to compute the signals from
previous cosmological phase transitions and the search for evidence of exotic
gravitating objects like cosmic strings, boson stars, primordial black holes,
among others.

In the context of late-time cosmology, there are intense lines of research re-
garding the nature of dark matter and dark energy. However, in recent years,
substantial experimental evidence suggests that the current paradigm, which
considers that the Universe is homogeneous and isotropic at “suitably" large
scales (i.e. the so-called Cosmological principle) should be put under scrutiny.
The evidence includes the observation of large non-linear structures and voids
at scales above 100 Mpc, the tensions on the H0 measurement between early
and late cosmological probes (i.e. between the CMB and supernova), and ul-
timately, the need for dark matter and dark energy in our cosmological stan-
dard model. In the years to come, we will have access to new, unprecedented
cosmological observations and data (e.g. large scale structure surveys, 21cm
signal, gravitational-waves...) that will potentially challenge our current un-
derstanding of the Universe. To answer these questions and test the raising hy-
pothesis, methods of numerical relativity will probably be a valuable resource,
opening new lines of research.





Appendix A
Considered inflation models

A.1 Starobinsky inflation

The Starobinsky model of inflation is built in the context of f(R) modified
theories of gravity. The action in the Jordan frame reads

S =
M2

pl

2

∫
d4x
√
−ḡ f(R̄) , with f(R̄) = R̄+ αR̄2 , (A.1)

where R̄ is the Ricci scalar and α is a parameter with dimensions of inverse
mass squared. We use the notation with the “bar” to label the variables in the
Jordan frame. Next, we want to rewrite the action in the Einstein frame, i.e. a
frame linear in R, by applying the following metric transformation

gµν = Ω2ḡµν , and
√
−g = Ω4√−ḡ , (A.2)

where, for the moment, Ω is an unknown conformal factor that needs to be
determined. This transformation also redefines the scalar curvature according
to

R̄ = Ω2 (R+ 6�φ− 6 gµν∂µφ∂νφ) ,

with φ = ln Ω, �φ =
1√
−g

∂µ
(√
−g gµν∂νφ

)
.

(A.3)

We now proceed on calculating Ω. The action in Eq. (A.1) can be rewritten in
terms of a function of a scalar term ψ, such that

S =
M2

pl

2

∫
d4x
√
−ḡ [f(ψ) + (R− ψ)F (ψ)] , (A.4)
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where F (ψ) is an arbitrary function that acts as a Langrange multiplier. After
applying the variational principle with respect ψ, we obtain

δS

δψ
⇒ 0 =

∂f

∂ψ
+ (R− ψ)

∂F

∂ψ
− F , (A.5)

which directly give us the solution1,

F =
∂f

∂ψ
and ψ = R . (A.6)

Now, rewriting and manipulating the action we obtain

S =
M2

pl

2

∫
d4x
√
−ḡ [F (R)R+ f(R)− F (R)R] ,

=
M2

pl

2

∫
d4x
√
g
[
FΩ−2 (R+ 6�φ− 6 gµν∂µφ∂νφ) + Ω−4 (f − FR)

]
,

(A.7)

where we have used Eq. (A.3) to replace the first term. Because we now wish to
move to the Einstein frame, and therefore linear inR, we must choose Ω2 = F .

Moreover, by defining a new scalar-field ϕ such that

ϕ

Mpl
=

√
3

2
lnF = −

√
6φ , (A.8)

the action in the Einstein frame becomes

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
M2

pl

2
R− 1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− V

]
, (A.9)

1There is also an alternative solution, with ∂F
∂ψ

= const. that corresponds to f(R̄) ∝ R̄, thus
to Einstein’s General Relativity. This solution is therefore excluded from the analysis.
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where we have discarded the total derivative term 6�φ, and defined a potential
such that

V (R) =
M2

pl

2

FR− f
F 2

,

=
M2

pl

2

αR2

(1 + 2αR)2 .

(A.10)

Using the definition in Eq. (A.8), we find that

R =
1

2α

(
e

√
2
3

ϕ
Mpl − 1

)
, (A.11)

and then, the potential can be written in terms of the scalar field, which reads

V (ϕ) = Λ4

(
1− e

−
√

2
3

ϕ
Mpl

)2

, (A.12)

with Λ4 =
M2

pl

8α . As we see later in Fig. A.1, it corresponds to potential of a
plateau-shape.

Calculating the slow-roll parameters, we obtain

ε1 =
4

3

(
1− e−1

√
2/3ϕ/Mpl

)−2
(A.13)

ε2 =
2

3

[
sinh

(
ϕ√

6Mpl

)]−2

. (A.14)

And thus, we find that the end of inflation, which occurs when at ε1 = 1,
corresponds to

ϕ(ε1 = 1) ' 0.94Mpl , (A.15)

while the slow-roll conditions stop being satisfied at ε2 = 1, corresponding to

ϕ(ε2 = 1) ' 1.83Mpl . (A.16)
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A.2 Higgs inflation

In this scenario inflation is driven by the Higgs field of the standard model of
particles physics, which in the unitary gauge is given by

H =
Mpl√

2

(
0

h

)
, (A.17)

where h is a dimensionless scalar quantity.

The action in the Jordan frame read

S =
M2

pl

2

∫
d4x
√
−ḡ
[ (

1 + ξhh
2
)
R̄− ḡµν∂µh∂νh− 2U(h)

]
, (A.18)

with the potential being

U(h) = M2
pl

λ

4

(
h2 − v2

)2 'M2
pl

λ

4
h4 , (A.19)

where v is the Higgs vacuum expectation value, which can be safely neglected
during inflation.

The transformation to the Einstein frame is done after replacing

gµν = Ω2ḡµν , with Ω2 =
M2

pl

2 (1 + ξhh2)
, (A.20)

which let to the following action in the Einstein frame,

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[M2

pl

2
R−

M2
pl

2
Ghhgµν∂µh∂νh− V (h)

]
, (A.21)

'
∫
d4x
√
−g
[M2

pl

2
R− 1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− V (ϕ)

]
, (A.22)

where in the last line we introduced the (Einstein frame) canonical scalar-field
ϕ. The approximation used, here denoted by the ' sign, is not directly related
to the conversion of the field, from h → ϕ, as an exact solution is found after
solving the identity

1

Mpl

dϕ
dh

=
√
Ghh =

√
1 + ξh(1 + 6ξh)h2

1 + ξhh2
, (A.23)
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which leads to exact expression [137]

ϕ

Mpl
=

√
1 + 6ξh
ξh

arcsinh
(
h
√
ξh(1 + 6ξh)

)
−
√

6 arctanh

(
ξh
√

6h√
1 + ξh(1 + 6ξh)h2

)
.

(A.24)

On the other hand, the conversion in the opposite direction, i.e. from ϕ → h,
can not be analytically inverted exactly. This conversion is needed in order to
express the potential in terms of the canonical field, V (ϕ), and thus one must
rely on an approximate expression of ϕ(h). In this case, in the limits where
ξh � 1 and ξhh� 1, one can use the expansion in the trigonometric functions

arcsinh θ = ln (θ) , arctanh θ =
1

2
ln

[
1 + θ

1− θ

]
. (A.25)

After expanding the arguments of the logarithms in 1/ξh and 1/(ξhh
2), one

finds

ϕ

Mpl
'
√

3

2
ln
(
1 + ξhh

2
)
. (A.26)

Finally, the field potential can now be written as

V (h) ≡M2
pl

U(h)

(1 + ξhh2)2 , (A.27)

⇒ V (ϕ) ' Λ4
(

1− e−
√

2/3|ϕ|/Mpl

)2
, (A.28)

with Λ4 = M4
plλ/(4ξ

2
h). With that approximation, we recovered the same po-

tential shape as in Starobinsky inflation. Figure A.1 illustrates the potential,
and the (small) deviation between the exact and approximate expressions, i.e.
Eqs. (A.27) and (A.28), respectively. On the other hand, the two expressions
diverge from each other at low and negative field, what leads to distinct pre-
dictions for Starobinsky and Higgs inflation during the reheating [137].
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Figure A.1: Starobinsky and Higgs potential (top panel), and difference between ex-
act and approximate solution in Higgs inflation (bottom panel).



Appendix B
GRChombo code

In this thesis, the numerical relativity simulations are done using the open
source GRChombo numerical relativity code [3, 66]. The code uses a block-
structure adaptive mesh refinement (AMR) for solving the partial differential
equations. The key features of the code are the following:

• C++ class structure code, with AMR implementation using the Chombo
libraries [149].

• OpenMP and MPI parallelization capable to scale efficiently up to sev-
eral thousand CPU-cores per run.

• BSSN formalism of numerical relativity. Allows for a flexible gauge
choice, including the popular “moving puncture gauge”.

• Additional diagnostic variables such the Hamiltonian and Momentum
constraint or other user-defined variables of interest.

• Standardized Input/Output file system using HDF5 format, which is sup-
ported by popular visualization tools such as Visit, Paraview or YT
(python library). Checkpoint and diagnostic output capabilities with a
flexible output of diagnostic variables.
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• 4th order spatial stencils for spatial derivatives and 4th order Runge-
Kutta for the time evolution.

• Kress-Oliger dissipation is used to control numerical errors rising from
the truncation and interpolation algorithms during the regridding.

• Boundary conditions implementations includes periodic boundaries, re-
flective boundaries or Sommerfeld-type boundaries.

• Apparent horizon finder algorithm, which can be called within the sim-
ulation time of run.

For more a detail information, we refer to Refs. [3, 66]. Below, we summarize
the numerical formalism used in this thesis.

B.1 BSSN evolution equations

In the context of the 3+1 decomposition of General Relativity, the line element
reads

ds2 = −α2dt2 + γij(dx
i + βidt)(dxj + βjdt) (B.1)

where γ ij is the metric of the 3-dimensional hypersurface, and the lapse and
shift gauge parameters are given by α(t) and βi(t) respectively. A further
conformal decomposition of the 3-metric follows,

γ ij =
1

χ
γ̃ ij = ψ4γ̃ ij with det(γ̃ ij) = 1 , (B.2)

where χ and ψ are two different parametrisations of the metric conformal fac-
tor. While the former is used during the temporal integration, the latter is
preferred when constructing the initial conditions. The extrinsic curvature is
split in Ã ij and K, respectively, the conformal traceless part and its trace,

K ij =
1

χ

(
Ã ij +

1

3
γ̃ ijK

)
. (B.3)
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In addition, the first spatial derivatives of the metric are promoted to dynamical
variables

Γ̃i ≡ γ̃jkΓ̃ijk = −∂j γ̃ ij , (B.4)

where Γ̃ijk are the Christoffel symbols associated with the conformal spatial
metric γ̃ij .

The evolution equations for the BSSN variables are then given by

∂tχ =
2

3
αχK − 2

3
χ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kχ , (B.5)

∂tγ̃ij = −2α Ãij + γ̃ik ∂jβ
k + γ̃jk ∂iβ

k

− 2

3
γ̃ij ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kγ̃ij , (B.6)

∂tK = −γijDiDjα+ α

(
ÃijÃ

ij +
1

3
K2

)
+ βi∂iK + 4π α(ρsf + S) , (B.7)

∂tÃij = [−χDiDjα+ χα (Rij − 8π Sij)]
TF

+ α(KÃij − 2Ãil Ã
l
j)

+ Ãik ∂jβ
k + Ãjk ∂iβ

k

− 2

3
Ãij ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kÃij , (B.8)

∂tΓ̃
i = 2α

(
Γ̃ijk Ã

jk − 2

3
γ̃ij∂jK −

3

2
Ãij

∂jχ

χ

)
− 2 Ãij ∂jα+ βk∂kΓ̃

i

+ γ̃jk∂j∂kβ
i +

1

3
γ̃ij∂j∂kβ

k

+
2

3
Γ̃i ∂kβ

k − Γ̃k∂kβ
i − 16π α γ̃ij Sj , (B.9)

where the superscript TF denotes the trace-free parts of tensors, with R ij be-
ing the (3-dimensional) Ricci tensor. The 3+1 decomposition of the energy-
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momentum tensor Tµν gives

ρ = nµnνTµν ,

Si = −γµi n
νTµν ,

Sij = γµi γ
ν
j Tµν ,

S = γ ijS ij ,

(B.10)

where nµ = (1/α,−βi/α) is the unit normal vector to the three-dimensional
slices.

The Hamiltonian and momentum constraints,

H = R+K2 −KijK
ij − 16πρ = 0 , (B.11)

Mi = Dj(Kij − γijK)− 8πSi = 0 , (B.12)

where R is the Ricci scalar, are only solved explicitly when constructing ini-
tial data. However, they are monitored during the time evolution in order to
ensure that the numerical integration scheme do not diverge significantly from
General Relativity.

B.2 Gauge choice and singularity avoidance

The gauge parameters are initially set to α = 1 and βi = 0 and then evolved in
accordance with the moving puncture gauge [87, 88], for which the evolution
equations are

∂tα = −ηαα (K − 〈K〉) + βi∂iα , (B.13)

∂tβ
i = Bi , (B.14)

∂tB
i =

3

4
∂tΓ̃

i − ηB Bi , (B.15)

where the constants ηα and ηB are conveniently chosen to improve the nu-
merical stability. This way, α and βi are boosted in the problematic regions
with strongly growing extrinsic curvature and spatial derivatives of the metric
γ̃ij . The goal of this gauge is to prevent the code from resolving the central
singularity of any black hole that may eventually form, as well as to prevent
coordinate singularities on converging geodesics.
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B.3 Scalar field equations

For the Einstein frame canonical scalar fields ϕI , the energy-momentum tensor
is given by

Tµν = δIJ

(
∂µϕ

I ∂νϕ
J − 1

2
gµν ∂λϕ

I ∂λϕJ
)
− gµνV (ϕK) (B.16)

The scalar field dynamics is governed by the the Klein-Gordon equation, split
into two first order equations for the field and its momentum ΠI

M

∂tϕ
I = αΠM + βi∂iϕ , (B.17)

∂tΠ
I
M = βi∂iΠ

I
M + α∂i∂iϕ

I + ∂iϕ
I ∂iα (B.18)

+ α

[
KΠI

M − γijΓkij∂kϕI −
d

dϕI
V (ϕK)

]
, (B.19)

Still in the Einstein frame, but with the Jordan defined scalar fields φ̄I , the
energy momentum is written as

Tµν = GIJ∂µφ̄I∂ν φ̄J − gµν
[

1

2
GIJ∂αφ̄I∂αφ̄J + V (φ̄I)

]
, (B.20)

and the evolution equations read

∂tφ̄
I = αΠ̄I

M + βi∂iφ̄
I , (B.21)

∂tΠ̄
I
M = βi∂iΠ̄

I
M + α∂i∂iφ̄

I + ∂iφ̄
I ∂iα (B.22)

+ α
[
KΠ̄I

M − γijΓkij∂kφ̄I

+ ΓIJK
(
−Π̄J

MΠ̄K
M + γ ij∂iφ̄

J∂jφ̄
K
)
− GIJ d

dφ̄J
V (φ̄K)

]
,

where ΓIJK is the affine connexion corresponding to the field-space metric GIJ .
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If, instead, the system is evolved using the Einstein frame notation for the
scalar fields ΦI , the energy tensor simplifies to

Tµν = δIJ∂µΦI∂νΦJ − gµν
[

1

2
δIJ∂αΦI∂αΦJ + V (ΦI)

]
, (B.23)

and, the evolution equations are given by

∂tΦ
I = αΠI

M + βi∂iΦ
I , (B.24)

∂tΠ
I
M = βi∂iΠ

I
M + α∂i∂iΦ

I + ∂iΦ
I ∂iα (B.25)

+ α
[
KΠI

M − γijΓkij∂kΦI − d

dΦI
V (ΦK)

]
.

B.4 Field-space metric and Christoffel symbols

Given f(φ1, φ2) = 1
2

(
M2

pl + ξ1φ1
2 + ξ2φ2

2
)

for a two-field model, with
non-minimal couplings ξ1, ξ2, the field-space metric in the Einstein frame,
takes the form

GIJ =

(
M2

pl

4f2

)(
2f + 6ξ2

1φ1
2 6ξ1ξ2φ1φ2

6ξ1ξ2φ1φ2 2f + 6ξ2
2φ2

2

)
, (B.26)

GIJ =

(
2f

M2
plC

)(
2f + 6ξ2

2φ2
2 −6ξ1ξ2φ1φ2

−6ξ1ξ2φ1φ2 2f + 6ξ2
1φ1

2

)
, (B.27)

where C(φ1, φ2) is defined as

C(φ1, φ2) = 2f + 6ξ2
1φ1

2 + 6ξ2
2φ2

2. (B.28)
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The Christoffel symbols associated with this field space metric

Γ1
11 =

ξ1(1 + 6ξ1)φ1

C
− ξ1φ1

f
,

Γ1
12 = −ξ2φ2

2f
= Γφ121 ,

Γ1
22 =

ξ1(1 + 6ξ2)φ1

C
,

Γ2
22 =

ξ2(1 + 6ξ2)φ2

C
− ξ2φ2

f
,

Γ2
21 = −ξ1φ1

2f
= Γφ212 ,

Γ2
11 =

ξ2(1 + 6ξ1)φ2

C
.

(B.29)

B.5 Low-field approximation between the Jor-
dan and the Einstein frame

Transforming from the scalar fields in the Jordan frame φ̄I to the Einstein
frame ΦI is done by finding an approximate solution to the following system
of equations

GIJgµν∂µφ̄I∂ν φ̄J = δIJg
µν∂µΦI∂νΦJ . (B.30)

Assuming two Jordan scalar fields, the Higgs h with non-minimal coupling
ξh and an auxiliary field s with non-minimal coupling ξs, we search for a
transformation into the Einstein frame such as ϕ(h, s), χ(h, s). Assuming
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ξs = 0 , the above mentioned system of equation simplifies to(
∂ϕ

∂h

)2

+

(
∂χ

∂h

)2

= Ghh (B.31)(
∂ϕ

∂s

)2

+

(
∂χ

∂s

)2

= Gss (B.32)(
∂ϕ

∂h

∂ϕ

∂s

)
+

(
∂χ

∂h

∂χ

∂s

)
= 0 . (B.33)

By assuming ∂ϕ/∂h ≈
√
Ghh and ∂χ/∂s ≈

√
Gss implies that, in the range

of validity of this approximation,(
∂ϕ

∂s

)2

�
(
∂χ

∂s

)2

(B.34)(
∂χ

∂h

)2

�
(
∂ϕ

∂h

)2

. (B.35)

While the first identity is trivially satisfied, the second one, Eq. (B.35), it is
not. The approximation proposes the solution to be s ≈ χ

√
2f(h), which

range of validity depends on the region in consideration of the field space.
This is illustrated in Fig. B.1. In general, the parameter space when these
assumptions are valid is when |s| < 10−2, and when |s| < |h|/100. These

regions corresponds to
(
∂χ
∂h

)2
/
(
∂ϕ
∂h

)2
< 10−5.
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Figure B.1: Error of the approximation (B.30) to convert the fields between the Jordan
and Einstein frame.





Appendix C
Validation and testing

C.1 Convergence tests

The common validation test for the stability of the simulations is the monitor-
ing of the Hamiltonian constraint equations. In order to infer whether there is
a correct cancellation within its terms, a relative quantity between the Hamil-
tonian constraint violation and the norm of it is computed, so that

HREL =
H

[H]
, (C.1)

where the denominator is defined as

[H] ≡

[
(R)2 +

(
Ã ijÃ ij

)2
+

(
2

3
K2

)2

+ (16πρ)2

]1/2

. (C.2)

This quantity has been computed for all simulations. Furthermore, it is also
convenient to test the variation of these variables for different grid resolution
sizes. Because the associated numerical errors should decrease at increasing
box resolutions, we call these tests as “convergence tests”.

The convergence tests for single-field simulations from chapter 5 are shown in
Fig. C.1, and for multifield simulations of chapter 6 are shown inin Figs. C.2
and C.3.
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Figure C.1: Convergence tests on the Hamiltonian constraint (left), mean scalar field
energy density (center) and mean metric energy density (right). Top panels: evolution
of the mean values for low (LR, red), medium (MR, blue) and high (HR, black) res-
olutions. Bottom panels: LR-MR (green) and MR-HR (orange) comparisons. These
tests correspond to the work presented in Chapter 5.
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Figure C.2: Relative Hamiltonian constraint for simulations on reheating (left panel)
and on preinflation (right panel). These tests correspond to the simulations presented
in Chapter 6.
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Figure C.3: Convergence testing: Relative difference between low (LR), medium
(MR) and high (HR) resolutions grids for simulations on preheating (top panels) and
preinflation (bottom panels). The size grid used is LR = 1283, MR = 1443, HR = 1563

for the case of preheating, and LR = 1283, MR = 1803, HR = 2203 for the case of
preinflation. These tests correspond to the simulations presented in Chapter 6.
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C.2 Consistency tests

In addition, we performed additional simulations to test that non-physical pa-
rameters did not affect the outcome of the simulations. For this purpose, we
have run analogous simulations as the ones shown in chapter 6 for both the
preinflation and the preheating with some variation in the initial data. We call
this kind of exercise “consistency checks”. For simulations on preinflation, we
tested for consistency after increasing the initial box size of the simulations,
and thus for super-Hubble simulations searching for possible effects when in-
creasing the number of modes capable of re-entering the causal domain. For
simulations on preheating, we also checked the consistency after increasing
the box size, which can potentially modify the allowed resonant modes; and
also, we tested if the inclusion of perturbations in the Higgs field in the initial
conditions had a significant impact on the resonances.

In Fig. C.4 for simulations of preinflation, and Fig. C.5 for the preheating, we
show that there is no significant changes when these changes are included, and
therefore these simulations lead to the same conclusions explained in chapter 6.
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Figure C.4: Same as in top and bottom panels of Fig. 6.5. It shows the dynamical
evolution of sub-Hubble (left) and super-Hubble (right) energetically dominated initial
conditions corresponding to the pre-inflationary era until the onset of inflation. The
initial box size of the simulations corresponds to L ≈ 2H−1 for the sub-Hubble case
and L ≈ 10H−1 for the super-Hubble one.
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Figure C.5: evolution of the energy density with respect to the expansion history.
These simulations correspond to scenarios of preheating with g ≤ 10−3 from Fig. 6.3,
but include perturbations in the initial state of the Higgs field. The bottom-right panel
corresponds to the single-field case. The box size of the simulations at the end of
inflation corresponds to L ≈ 5H−1.
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