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Abstract

Since the relic gravitons are produced in entangled states of opposite (comoving) three-momenta, their
distributions and their averaged multiplicities must determine the maximal frequency of the spectrum
above which the created pairs are exponentially suppressed. The absolute upper bound on the maximal
frequency derived in this manner coincides with the THz domain and does not rely on the details of

033 on the

the cosmological scenario. The THz limit also translates into a constraint of the order of 1
minimal chirp amplitudes that should be effectively reached by all classes of hypothetical detectors aiming
at the direct scrutiny of a signal in the frequency domain that encompasses the MHz and the GHz bands.
The obtained high-frequency limit is deeply rooted in the quantumness of the produced gravitons whose
multiparticle final sates are macroscopic but always non-classical. Since the unitary evolution preserves
their coherence, the quantumness of the gravitons can be associated with an entanglement entropy that
is associated with the loss of the complete information on the underlying quantum field. It turns out
that the reduction of the density matrix in different bases leads to the same Von Neumann entropy whose
integral over all the modes of the spectrum is dominated by the maximal frequency. Thanks to the
THz bound the total integrated entropy of the gravitons can be comparable with the cosmic microwave
background entropy but not larger. Besides the well known cosmological implications, we then suggest
that a potential detection of gravitons between the MHz and the THz may therefore represent a direct

evidence of macroscopic quantum states associated with the gravitational field.
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1 Introduction

It is difficult to assess a potential signal without any prior knowledge of its origin and of its gross physical
features. This observation applies, in particular, to the diffuse backgrounds of gravitational radiation whose
amplitudes are often comparable with the potential noises appearing in the same spectral domain. It seems
therefore useful to investigate in depth the relic signals that represent a well defined (and probably unique)
candidate source for typical frequenciesﬂ exceeding the kHz region where wide-band detectors are currently
operating. Indeed, since the mid 1970s the existence of a stochastic background of relic gravitons has been
repeatedly suggested [1-4] as a direct consequence of the breaking of Weyl invariance [5,(6] but after the
formulation of the inflationary scenario it became gradually more evident that the conventional lore would
predict a minute spectral energy density in the MHz region [7-9]. This is ultimately the reason why the
most stringent tests of the conventional lore could come, in the near future, from the largest scales [10]
where the limits on the tensor to scalar ratio rr [11,/12] are in fact direct probes of the spectral energy
density in the aHz region [13].

As already mentioned in the previous paragraph, the highest frequencies currently scrutinized by
ground-based detectors fall in the audio band (between few Hz and 10 kHz) where the operating in-
terferometers improved their bounds all along the last score year [14,/15]. While twenty years ago the direct
constraints on the spectral energy density in critical unitﬂ (Qguw(v,10) in what follows) were 0(1073)
they are today in the range ©(107%) [16,{17]. The other potential probes of diffuse backgrounds in the
nHz window (we recall 1 nHz = 10~ Hz) are the pulsar timing arrays [18,19], even if the competing ex-
perimental collaborations still make different statements about the correlation properties of the observed
signal which should eventually comply (at least in the case of relic gravitons) with the Hellings-Downs
curve [20] (see also [21] and discussions therein). Finally, as already mentioned, in the aHz region (we
recall 1 aHz = 107!® Hz) the direct measurements of the temperature and polarization anisotropies set
relevant limits on the tensor-to-scalar ratio rr so that, according to current data, r < 0.06 or even
rp < 0.03 [11,/12].

Although cosmic gravitons are produced from any variation of the space-time curvature, when a conven-
tional stage of inflationary expansion is followed by a radiation-dominated epoch h3 Qg (v, 7o) is quasi-flat
for v > 100 aHz. Between few aHz and 100 aHz h3 Qguw (v, 10) scales as v~2 and this regime encompasses
the wavelengths that reentered the Hubble radius after matter-radiation equality. From the nHz domain to
the audio band (between few Hz and 10 kHz) the spectral energy density of inflationary origin is, at most,
0(10717) and the deviations from scale-invariance always lead to decreasing spectral slope in h3 Qg (v, 10),
at least in the context of the conventional scenarios. This happens, for instance, in the single-field case
where, thanks to the consistency relations, the tensor spectral index np is notoriously related to the tensor

to scalar ratio rp as np ~ —rp/8. Since rp is currently assessed from the analysis of the temperature

2We are going to employ systematically the standard prefixes of the international system of units so that 1kHz = 103Hz,
1aHz = 10~ '® Hz and similarly for all the other relevant frequency domains.

3The spectral energy density in critical units is denoted hereunder by Qguw(v,7) and it depends both on the comoving
frequency v and on the conformal time coordinate 7. It should be clear that Q4. (v,7) does not coincide with the energy
density of the gravitons in critical units. Moreover ho is the Hubble rate expressed in units of 100 Hzkm/Mpc and since h}
appears in the denominator of Q4. (v, 70) it is a common practice to discuss directly hgQyw (v, 70) which does not depend on

the specific value of hg.



and polarization anisotropies of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) [11,12] ny cannot be positive.
There are finally known sources of damping that further reduce the inflationary result (see for a recent
review) and, most notably, the free-streaming of neutrinos [22-26] for frequencies below the nHz.

Although in the conventional lore h3$2, (v, 7o) is minute at high frequencies, it is comparatively larger
in the aHz region where a direct detection is not excluded. While the bounds on rr are getting progressively
more stringent [11-13] their detection would be a potential test of the quantization of gravity since the
production of relic gravitons is absent in the limit # — 0 [27]. A similar logic is at heart of this paper where,
however we preferentially consider the high-frequency band, i.e. between the MHz and the GHz. Indeed,
as we move from the audio band to the MHz and GHz regions the potential signals associated with the relic
gravitons can even be 8 or 9 orders of magnitude larger than the spectral energy density computed in the
case of the concordance paradigm [29-31,33-37]. At high-frequencies a background of relic gravitons is also
expected from bouncing scenarios [13] originally envisaged by Tolman [38] and Lemaitre [39]. Bouncing
models often appear various contexts encompassing the cosmological scenarios inspired by string theory
and quantum gravity. On a physical ground it is practical to distinguish between the bounces of the scale
factor and the curvature bounces [40]: for the bounces of the scale factor the extrinsic (Hubble) curvature
locally vanishes while in the case of the curvature bounces it is the time derivative of the Hubble rate that
goes to zero. In both cases a potential signal is expected in the high-frequency domain.

In this paper we shall demonstrate that the relic gravitons appear in a macroscopic quantum state
whose statistical properties ultimately determines the maximal frequency of the spectrum and the related
entanglement entropy which is characteristic of the process of particle production [41-46]. While this
observation does not rely on the details of the cosmological evolution, the gist of the argument is that
gravitons are produced in entangled pairs of opposite three-momenta and therefore the averaged multiplicity
of the created quanta is exponentially suppressed above the maximal frequency vy,q, corresponding to the
probability of producing a single pair of gravitons. This observation is considered here as an operational
definition of the maximal frequency of the spectrum; in other words the multiplicity distribution of the
gravitons determines v,,4, and this ultimately implies that the maximal frequency cannot exceed the THz
region.

The layout of this paper is, in short, the following. A general argument leading to the quantum
mechanical bound on the maximal frequency is presented in section [2| and the obtained conclusions are
corroborated in section [3| by a series of classical considerations where v, is interpreted as the inverse of
the minimally amplified wavelengths that exited the Hubble radius at the end of inflation and reentered
immediately after. The quantum bound of section [2| agrees then with the classical determinations of
the maximal frequency in a variety of cosmological scenarios. The constraint on v,q; also implies an
upper limit on the chirp amplitudes expected below the THz: from this observation it is plausible to set
the specific goals for hypothetical detectors aiming at the direct detection of quantum gravitons in the
spectral domain ranging between the MHz and the GHz bands. The THz limit is ultimately based on the
unitarity of the evolution and this is why in sections [4] and [5] we show that the multiparticle final states
of the relic gravitons are inherently quantum mechanical. This aspect is analyzed in greater detail with
particular attention to the region v < V4, where the large multiplicities of the created gravitons would
naively suggest a classical description. We show instead that unitarity is never lost so that the limit of

large averaged multiplicities corresponds to a macroscopic quantum state possibly characterized by a large



entanglement entropy which is computed in section |5l Since the unitary evolution preserves the coherence
of the gravitons their quantumness can be quantified in terms of their entanglement entropy which is caused
by the loss of the complete information on the underlying quantum field. According to the THz constraint
the total entanglement entropy of the gravitons must not exceed the entropy associated with the cosmic
microwave background. To avoid digressions in the bulk of the paper, various relevant results have been

relegated to the appendices[A] [B] and [C]

2 Quantum production of relic gravitons

According to the current wisdom the large-scale inhomogeneities have a quantum mechanical origin [47] as
postulated by Sakharov [48] almost two decades before the formulation of conventional inflationary scenar-
ios. The same mechanism leading to low-frequency gravitons (potentially affecting the large-scale obser-
vations through the tensor to scalar ratio |11-13]) also produces high-frequency pairs. In time-dependent
backgrounds the classical fluctuations are given once forever (on a given space-like hypersurface). The
quantum fluctuations keep on reappearing all the time and become the dominant source of inhomogeneity
only when the classical inhomogeneities are suppressed. Since the quantum fluctuations cannot domi-
nate by fiat [48] the classical inhomogeneities must be asymptotically suppressed and this aspect can be
scrutinized by following the evolution of the spatial gradients [49,/50]. In conventional inflationary models
classical gradients are indeed suppressed [51] provided the accelerated stage is sufficiently long and a similar
conclusion follows for a stage of accelerated contraction [52]. In this section the quantum fluctuations are
the dominant source of inhomogeneity as it happens when an inflationary stage of non—minima]ﬁ duration
(i.e. larger than O(60) e-folds) precedes a phase of ordinary decelerated expansion. The purpose of this
section is to show that the averaged multiplicity of the produced gravitons and their multiplicity distribu-
tion are sufficient to derive a general constraint on the maximal frequency which cannot exceed the THz

domain.

2.1 The averaged multiplicity

In the Heisenberg description the production of particles from the vacuum is described by the following
unitary transformation [5,/6] (see also [53H55]) which is closely analog to the ones arising in the context of

the quantum theory of parametric amplification [56-60]:

ap(t) = up(r) by — vp(r) b1 5, (2.1)
alyr) = wy(r) bl — vi(r) by, (2.2)

where 7 denotes throughout the conformal time coordinate and the time-dependent (complex) functions
up(7) and wv,(7) are constrained by the unitary evolution that must preserve the commutation relations
between the two different sets of creation and annihilation operators. In other words from Eqs. (2.1)—(2.2))

*If the duration of inflation is minimal (or close to minimal) the classical fluctuations (which were super-horizon sized at
the onset of inflation) are not necessarily suppressed by the inflationary stage and may have computable large scale effects.
The minimal duration of inflation does not affect however the shortest scales of the problem which are the ones relevant for

the derivation of the bound discussed in this section.
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we must require that the commutation relation [a, ZL\]I] = 0@)(k — p) and [by, gg] = 6®)(k — p) are both

verified so that, ultimately, the unitarity of the evolution demands:
2 2
[up(T)|” = vp(T)]” = 1. (2.3)

Equations f and have been written, for the sake of simplicity, in the case of a single tensor
polarization and describe the production of graviton pairs with opposite three-momenta. Different physical
scenarios may modify the values of the maximal frequency (or maximal wavenumber) of the Spectrumﬂ but
from the quantum mechanical viewpoint the maximal frequency simply corresponds to the production of a
single graviton pair. The averaged multiplicity for v < vy, corresponds to the mean number of produced

pairs and it is given by:

v mp—4
ng = |UP(T)|2 = ( ) » V < Vmaz, (24)

Vmazx

where mrp denotes, in practice, to the spectral slope of Qg (v, 79) in a given frequency interval (see Eq.
(2.7) and discussion thereafter). According to the parametrization of Eq. in the conventional lore
where the consistency relations are enforced mp ~ —rp/8 + 0(r%) [7-9] (see also [11H13]). There are,
however, different physical situations where mz > 0 or even my > 1 [13]; in these situations the spectral
energy density increase at high frequencies while the averaged multiplicity for v < vq,: is comparatively
less suppressed than in the standard lore where mp — 0. The analysis of specific cases suggests that in
front of the power law of Eq. a model-dependent numerical factor (be it v; = 0(1)) may appear;
however 1 can be absorbed into a redefinition of v,,4,. The pair production process described by Egs.
f implies that for v > vp,4, the averaged multiplicity is instead suppressed when the frequencies
of the gravitons exceed the maximal frequency [53.[54]:
2
|op(7)] _ = W0 vmas), V> Unas. (2.5)
1+ |vp(7)]

The degree of exponential suppression appearing in Eq. depends on « which is a further numerical
factor O(1) that is controlled by the smoothness of the transition between the inflationary and the postin-
flationary phase. Either 1 or v can be reabsorbed in the redefinition of v,,4,, but not both; for this reason
we choose to keep v as a free parameter and this choice corresponds to the strategy already employed in
explicit numerical calculations of the amplification coefficients [61}62]. Equation applies in all the
situations where the evolution of the expansion rate is continuous across the various transitions and it
implies that the production of particles falls off faster than any inverse power of v (or of k) [54]. If Egs.
f and are considered as complementary limits of a single expression the mean number of

pairs produced from the vacuum takes the following suggestive form:
l.mT—S
n(v,7) = Tz =1’
The averaged multiplicity introduced in Eq. correctly interpolates between the low-frequency regime
described by Eq. and the high-frequency domain of Eq. .

T = (V/Vmaa:)- (26)

5As we shall see in section [3| when a standard inflationary stage precedes the radiation-dominated epoch we would have
Vmaz = 0(200) MHz but the value of vmaer can exceed 200 MHz if the postinflationary evolution is dominated by a plasma
whose equation of state is stiffer than radiation [29H31136,/37]. In what follows we are not going to assume a specific value
of Vmaz and the purpose is rather to find a general bound on the maximal frequency. The present discussion improves and

complements the analysis of Ref. [37].



2.2 The maximal frequency and the single pair production

From the averaged multiplicity of the pairs of Eq. it is possible to deduce a general constraint on the
maximal frequency of the produced gravitons. In short the logic is that, in spite of the values of mp and
v, the maximal frequency must correspond to the production of a single pair of gravitons with opposite
three-momenta since for v > v, the production rate must be exponentially suppressed. The spectral

energy density of the gravitons can be expressed in terms of the mean number of produced pairs (v, 79):

1 d{pgw 12873 4
ng(V,T): <pg >_ 8 l/ma:c ( v

4
= n . 2.
perit dlnv 3 H?M3%a* ) (v 7) (2.7)

Vmazx
In Eq. 1) H denotes the Hubble rate, a is the scale factorﬂ In Eq. 1) we have that Mp = G~Y2 =
1.22 x 10" GeV is the Planck mass scale. In our discussions we shall be using natural units h = ¢ = kg = 1
where £ p denotes the Boltzmann constant. When the powers of / are correctly restore Qg (v, 7) is O(h?)
showing that we are dealing here with an effect that vanishes in the limit 2 — 0 [27]. This observation
fits perfectly with the logic of the present analysis and correctly suggests that relic gravitons are a unique
laboratory for the exploration of quantum gravitational effects [13| especially at high-frequencies [28].
Although Egs. f separately hold for each tensor polarization, the two polarizations have been
correctly taken into account in the prefactor of Eq. . Inserting now Eq. into Eq. and

rearranging the various terms, the following expression for h3 Qgw (v, 10) is readily obtained:

4
_ Vmazx
hg Qg (v, 70) = 3.659 x 10 41(100HZ) F(z,m7,7), (2.8)

where, as in Eq. (2.6), z = (v/Vmaz) and F(x, mp,~y) denotes the following dimensionless function

1:mT+1
F(xumvay) :’Ye,yzir

= (V/Vmaz)- (2.9)

Equations (2.8)—(2.9) can now be inserted into the big-bang nucleosynthesis constraint [63H65]

2 o 0] 1 fﬁAN h(2) Q’YO
ho Vo gw(V7 TO) d ny = 561 X 10 v W y (210)
where )¢ is the critical fraction of photons in the concordance paradigm and AN, accounts for the
supplementary neutrino species. The standard BBN results are in agreement with the observed abundances

for AN, < 1; we shall choose AN, = 0.1. In Eq. (2.10) v, = 6(10~2) nHz is the big-bang nucleosynthesis
frequency [13]. By then combining Eqs. (2.6)—(2.7]) and (2.8)—(2.10)) we can obtain the following bound

4 2
—41 [ Ymaz —6 ho$0

SWe recall that H = a/a where the overdot indicates a derivation with respect to the cosmic time coordinate ¢. In what
follows we shall also employ different time parametrizations. For instance in the conformal time coordinate we would have
that a H = # where # = a’/a; the prime denotes, in this case, a derivation with respect to the conformal time coordinate T

and, by definition, a(7) dT = dt. Later on a further generalization of 7 is introduced but its use is limited to sections and
"The correct i dependence is obtained by considering that the energy of a single graviton is given by fiw which w simply

write as k in units A = ¢ = 1. Another £ is hidden in the definition of Planck mass. Taking into account these effects we have

that, overall, Qg., (v, 70) o h? as suggested in [27].
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Figure 1: The different labels in both plots correspond to the common logarithms of (¢4,,4,/Hz) determined
from Egs. f and . In both plots the minimal value of my corresponds to the one of the
concordance scenario supplemented by the consistency conditions (i.e. mp ~ —rp/8) whereas the value of
r7 is consistent with the current determinations (i.e. 77 < 0.035 [11,{12]). Both plots, obtained for different
values of AN,, support the bound of Eq. .

where # (mr,~) now indicates the integral

j(mTa’Y):’Y/

X __
Vbbn/Vmaa: e 1

0 xmr

da. (2.12)

Because of the exponential suppression due to Eq. , J(mrp,y) converges for v — oo even if, in the
lower limit of integration, the integral inherits a potential logarithmic divergence when mp — 0. This
possibility is however not a problem since it only happens in the case of the conventional lore where we do
know (see section [3) that vp,.; = 0(200) MHz. In spite of this direct determination, we must bear in mind
that x is very small but never goes to zero. A similar comment holds for the value of my which is of the
order of —ry/8 and only goes to zero in the case of an exact de Sitter stage of expansion; this possibility
is however excluded since in the exact de Sitter case the scalar modes of the geometry are not excited [13].
Finally for mp > 0 the lower bound of integration can be ignored for all practical purposes. All in all from
Eq. we obtain the following upper limit on vy,

AN,
S (mr,7)
with [AN,/F (m7,7)] < 6(10). The bound of Eq. is graphically illustrated in Fig. [I| by computing
numerically the integral that appears in Eq. . The different contours of correspond to curves

of constant maximal frequency and the labels denote the common logarithm of (Vpa,/Hz). At most Ve

1/4

Vmaz < 6.257 x 1010 [ Hz < THz, (2.13)

can be O(THz) and this observation has an immediate practical implication: if we use the interpolating
expression of the averaged multiplicity together with the constraint on v,4, the chirp amplitude in high-

frequency domain (say between the MHz and the GHz) can be determined. Indeed, recalling that the chirp
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Figure 2: In both plots we illustrate the common logarithm of the chirp amplitude as a function of the
frequency and of mp. In left plot v, = 1 THz whereas in the right plot vy, = 0.1 THz. From both
plots it s clear that the chirp amplitude potentially resolved by high-frequency detectors should be at least
0(10733) or smaller.

amplitude may be related to the spectral energy density as Qg (v,70) = 27212 h2(v,70)/(3HZ) [13] we

2
have that h2(v, ) = 64w (”J\’Z‘g) F(v/Vmaz, mo — 2,7); this expression can also be written as:

14

he(v, 70) = 7.64 x 10~ <100Hz) VFW sz — 2,7). (2.14)
In Fig. [2| the bound on v, is illustrated by computing the common logarithm of the chirp amplitude
from Eq. (2.14) in the high-frequency domain, i.e. between the MHz and the THz. The result of Eq.
(2.13]) together with the Fig. [2| determine the minimal chirp amplitude required for the direct detection of

gravitons in the high-frequency domain

(2.15)

) 7l+mT/2
hgmm>(y,m)<@(1o32)( - ) .

0.1 THz

From Eq. we can see that a sensitivity ©(1072°) or even 0(10724) in the chirp amplitude for
frequencies in the MHz or GHz regions is irrelevant for a direct or indirect detection of high-frequency
gravitons. In this high-frequency domain microwave cavities [66H73] operating in the MHz and GHz
regions could be used for this purpose [31,[32]. Depending on the value of mp, Fig. shows that hﬁm"")
must be at least ©(10732) (or smaller) for a potential detection of cosmic gravitons in the THz domain.
In particular, for mp > 2 the allowed hﬁmm) gets larger as the frequency increases; conversely for mp < 2
frequencies smaller than the THz can be experimentally more convenient. When my — 1 (as it happens in
the case of a postinflationary stiff phase) the chirp amplitude in the MHz range could be 6(10~2%). When

mp — 2 (as it may happen in ekpyrotic scenarios) we would have instead that h(min) ig effectively frequency



independent [74,75]. Finally when mp — 3 (as it could happen for the pre-big bang scenario |76]) the chirp
amplitude at lower frequencies gets even smaller. The implications of the bound (2.13]) are then essential

for an accurate assessment of the required sensitivities of high-frequency instruments.

2.3 The multiplicity distribution

The statistics of the graviton pairs can also be derived by using simple group theoretical considerations
[77H79] that will be specifically recalled later on in section |4, It turns out that the multiplicity distribution
of the produced pairs from the vacuum follows the Bose-Einstein (i.e. geometric) probability distribution
(see also [5,6]). For the preliminary purposes of the present section we can go back to Egs. f and
observe that the state |z;) (annihilated by aj) obeys the condition uy 8}2 = g Bj];, from this observation,

in the case of pair production from the vacuum, we may deduce that
|2) = Mz exp [(wr /o) b1 b 1] 07 0_p), (2.16)

where |0z 0_p) is the two-mode vacuum state. The normalization of |z;) implies that 43 = 1//|ux|? =
1/4/1 4 7, so that

m_g). (2.17)

= 2 (%)

z7) = — my
k 1+n; o \Uk k
With respect to [0z 0_z) (i.e. the vacuum annihilated by 5]; and 57];) the state | zj;) is a superposition
of gravitons with opposite three-momenta. Thus, the probability amplitude to find n pairs with opposite

three-momentum is ultimately given by:

(mgn_gleg) =~ ()
ngn_plzp) = — 1,
kT—k"k |Uk|2 g

so that the corresponding probability distribution associated with the diagonal elements of the correspond-

(2.18)

ing density matrix is of Bose-Einstein type:

9 1 (|vk|2)" ny
g — — — frd oy . 2.19
Pn ’<nk; n_k’2k>| |uk|2 |uk|2 (ﬁk+]—)n+1 ( )

Equation (2.19) is a direct consequence of Eq. and it is therefore a consequence of the unitary
quantum mechanical evolution encoded in Egs. f. The Bose-Einstein distribution, per se, does
not imply that the underlying state is given by a chaotic or even thermal mixture. This is the reason why
it does not make much sense to say that the correlations associated with the relic gravitons can be easily
reproduced by of artificially concocted classical sources somehow close to thermal mixtures. The second
remark is that, in the derivation of the bound and of the statistics of the relic gravitons, we considered
the production from the vacuum and this choice is compatible with a sufficiently long inflationary stage of
expansion. If the duration of inflation minimal (or nearly minimal) the averaged multiplicity also depends
on the averaged multiplicities of the initial state; see, for instance, Refs. [80]. The argument involving
the maximal frequency remains however the same but it is applied to the total averaged multiplicity. If a
number of initial pairs is present the multiplicity distribution is negative binomial; see, in this respect, the
discussion contained in appendix [A]

All in all we showed that the maximal frequency of the relic gravitons must necessarily be smaller than

the THz and, in a quantum mechanical perspective, the maximal frequency corresponds to the minimal



number of produced quanta. Roughly speaking this requirement implies the production of one graviton
pair for each mode of the field. The quantum mechanical considerations developed in this section are not
affected by the details of the expansion rate but only by the properties of the averaged multiplicity and, in
the following section, this conclusion will be corroborated by a purely classical discussion. From a purely
classical viewpoint the maximal frequency of cosmic gravitons corresponds to the wavelengths that exited
the Hubble radius at the end of inflation and reentered at the onset of the postinflationary evolution. While
these scales obviously experienced a smaller amplification in comparison with the wavelengths that exited
the Hubble radius at the beginning of the inflationary evolution, as we are going to see in section [3| the
Vmaz derived in this manner depends on the details of the postinflationary evolution and generally agrees
with the THz constraint.

3 Classical production and the maximal frequency

Although the bound deduced in Eq. only relies on quantum mechanical considerations, in a classical
perspective the maximal frequency of the spectrum should depend on the timeline of the expansion rate.
This is why the arguments of section 2] are now corroborated and complemented by a classical discussion
of different scenarios. While the considerations of section [2| are model-independent, the developed here are
admittedly model-dependent even if the different examples illustrated in this section hopefully encompass
all the relevant physical situations associated with the concordance paradigm and with its extensions. In
the cartoon of Fig. |3| the logarithm of the comoving expansion rate a H = # is illustrated[ﬂ When a
conventional inflationary stage of expansion is followed by a decelerated epoch a H has a maximum. In
this context the maximal frequency of the spectrum coincides with @ae Hmaz. All the frequencies (or
wavenumbers) smaller than O(amaz Hmaz) are amplified depending on the rates of expansion experienced
not only during inflation but also in the decelerated stage. For the sake of illustration, in Fig. [3] the
evolution a H has been partitioned in various stages characterized by different values of § that represents
the rate of expansion in the cosmic time coordinate 7. If 6 — 1 between a; and a4 the postinflationary

evolution is dominated by radiation and a H o a~'.

This possibility is the one commonly endorsed in
the context of the concordance paradigm. However it has been argued that prior to the formation of light
nuclei [63-65] the expansion rate can be very different fro radiation and, in this case, V4, can increase.
In what follows we shall first remind of the way the maximal frequency of the spectrum is determined.
We shall then swiftly consider the conventional case where the postinflationary evolution is dominated by

radiation and then compare the possible alternatives with the THz bound discussed in the previous section.

3.1 The classical evolution

For the sake of concreteness we refer to the following classical action describing the generalized evolution

of the tensor modes of the geometry:

1 . -
5%=35 / P / dr [gl(f)ahi 0N — Do)y ;0F 1|, (3.1)

8As usual H denotes the standard Hubble rate and # = a’ /a; the prime indicates throughout a derivation with respect to
the conformal time coordinate. See also Eq. 1) and discussion thereafter.
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Figure 3: The logarithm of the comoving expansion rate is illustrated as a function of the logarithm of the
scale factor. In this cartoon we assume that the background first inflates (with a H o< a) and then always
expands in a decelerated manner. The maximum of the thick curve corresponds to the transition between
the inflationary stage and the decelerated evolution. The dashed blob close to the maximum is instead of
the same order of the maximal frequencies of the spectrum. The dashed area at the extreme left of the
plot correspond to the region where the smallest frequencies of the spectrum are normalized before exiting
the Hubble radius. The various §; denote the expansion rates during the postinflationary evolution where
various phases may appear. In case all the J; go to 1, the standard postinflationary evolution dominated

by radiation is recovered.

where (p = V/87G = M;l. We note that M p is the reduced Planck mass that is explicitly related to
the Planck mass already introduced in Egs. and as Mp = Mp / v/87. The tensor modes of
the geometry appearing in Eq. are solenoidal and traceless, i.e. 9;h/ = 0 and h, = 0. Equation
implicitly includes all the different models where the propagation of the tensor modes only contains
two derivatives; the parametrization of the time coordinate can be rescaled so that the general form of the

tensor action gets simpler in terms of the n-time:
_ 1 3 2 ij kyij
Sg = @ d’z d?]b (77) 8nhij87,h — Okhij 0"h . (3.2)
The n-time and the generalized scale factor b(n) are defined, respectively, as:

dr\/Do(7)/Dri(7) = dn,  bn) = [D1(n) Da(m)]"/*. (3.3)

When P (1) = Da(7) = a?(7) the n-time coincides with the standard conformal time coordinate. If we
now introduce the rescaled tensor amplitude 1, ; = bh;; and express Eq. (3.3]) in terms of p;; we obtain a
simpler form of the action

1 ij ij Wi o ij o ig
Sy = Sl%/dgm/dn[anﬂijafﬂ T4 F2 gty — O jO* —J(Mz‘jau Tt ]@;Mz‘j)}, (34)

11



Wherﬂ F = b/b= 9,;b/b. In the general relativistic situation when @, (1) = Do(7) = a?(7) the derivative
with respect to n coincides with a derivative with respect to 7 so that & = # = a'/a and the prime
denotes a derivation with respect to the conformal time coordinate 7. The canonical momentum deduced
from Eq. is given by m;; = (Opuij — Fpij)/(8¢%) and the tensor Hamiltonian is:

Hy(n) = /dgx

In Fourier space the classical fields are represented as:

9 ..
8€P7Tijﬂ'” + 852

5kﬂzaakﬂlj+%(ﬂzj7r + i )} (3.5)

. V20 A s
palE) = i S [ d el ) g o e, (36)
T (T = ; 3. (@) 7y =~ —ik-Z
ﬂz](xan) - 4\/§£P (27’(‘)3/2 g/d k eij (k) 7Tk7a(77)e ) (37)

A

so that the index « runs over the two tensor polarizations eEBJ (k) = mj—n; n; and e; ( ) = 1y 1y 1y
As usual m, n and k are a triplet of mutually orthogonal unit vectors (obeying m x n = )
Eqgs. -— into Eq. . ) the classical Hamiltonian becomes:

Hy(n) / d’p Y

a=0,®

Using now

7T—pa77pa+p H—p, o Mp, +2Jﬂ—paﬂpa - (3.8)

The evolution of the classical fields deduced from Eq. (3.8]) is finally given by:

— g — TGZ -
877“]6,0[ _Trk,a—i_'j' 'U’k:,Oc7

Ty o = _k2ﬁfc’,a —F T o (3.9)
If the equations for pz  and 7  are decoupled, they become
.. , b1 o
/J’I;,a_‘_ k —B NE,QZO, WE,a:/J’I;,a_J'uE,a’ (310)

in the time coordinate 1. Equation implies that the maximal amplified frequency (or, in equivalent
terms, the minimal amplified wavelength of the spectrum) corresponds to those modes for which k? is of
the order of |b/b|. Indeed when k* < |b/b| the corresponding modes are said to be superadiabatically
amplified while in the opposite range (i.e. k% > |b/b|) the classical fields oscillate and no amplification
takes place. It is therefore clear that the maximal wavenumber of the spectrum must be deduced from the
condition k2 ~ |b/b|. This condition will now b specifically discussed when the timeline of the expansion

rate corresponds to the cartoon of Fig.

3.2 The maximal frequency in the conventional lore

In the case of conventional inflationary scenarios in their extensions the n-time coincides with the conformal
time coordinate and b — a. The pump field appearing in Eq. (3.10)) can then be written as:
"

— =a?H*2-¢), e=-H/H? (3.11)
a

9We stress that the overdot denotes now a derivation with respect to  but in case of potential ambiguities we shall always

indicate explicitly the argument of the derivative.
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where € is the standard slow-roll parameters and the overdot denotes throughout the remaining part of
this section a derivation with respect to the cosmic time coordinate ¢ defined as a(7) dr = dt. During the

inflationary stage of expansion ¢ < 1 whereas at the end of inflation

H 3¢p?

where ¢ is the inflaton and the end of the inflationary stage which takes place when ¢? and V are com-
parable. Recalling now the cartoon of Fig. |3| together with Eq. (3.11)) we conclude that the maximal
wavenumber of the spectrum is proportional to a H evaluated at the end of the inflationary stage and that
the field amplitudes of Eq. (3.10]) experience their minimal amplification when

k2 — k2 ~ CL2 H2

maxr — T'max max

= a} H3. (3.13)

It then follows that vz = Himaz (@maz/a0)/(27) where ag denotes the scale factor at the present time; we
shall be assuming that ag = 1 so that, at the present time, physical and comoving frequencies are bound to
coincide. Broadly speaking the classical value of vy,q, depends on two separate physical quantities: (i) the
maximal expansion rate H,q, (coinciding, for the present purposes, with the rate at the end of inflation)
and (7i) the total amount of redshift (amas/ap) that ultimately depends on the whole postinflationary
expansion history.

The total amount of redshift determined during a radiation stage (extending from a4, t0 aeq) does not
maximize the value of v, and it does not minimize it either. To clarify this statement we now estimate
the value of vy, when the postinflationary evolution is dominated by radiationm between a; and a.q (see

Fig. [3)). For this purpose we first remind two simple relations, namely

ao Hy 1 Hy eqg Heg 1/3 1/a [Heq
_ - —— 3.14
teqHeq  (2Qro)V4\ Hey' ar H, (9s,7/9s.ca) " (9p.cal Ip.r) H,’ (3:14)

where g, is the number of relativistic degrees of freedom in the plasma while g, denotes the effective number
of relativistic degrees of freedom appearing in the entropy density. In the conventional situation of the
standard model of particle interactions [47] gs » = gp,» = 106.75 and gs e¢q = gp,eq = 3.94. Therefore from
Eq. (3.14) we may also deduce that the value of the maximal frequency is given by:

(2Q0) '/

g 13 /g 1/4
Umaz = < s,eq) ( p,r> \/Hmaz Ho, (315)

27 Gs,r 9p, eq

where Uy, now indicates the wvalue of the mazximal frequency corresponding to a conventional postinfla-
tionary evolution dominated by radiation down to the equality time; furthermore, with standard notations
Qro = 0(1075) stands for the present critical fraction of relativistic species in the concordance scenario.
The value of H,q: can be immediately estimated from Hj which is the value of the expansion rate where

a given wavelength crosses the Hubble radius during inflation:

‘k
1—ep

=~ Hmaaz

— Hmaac
1— ¢

k

maz Hmaz

k

maz Hmazx

Hy,

o [1 + @(ek)} , (3.16)

10T the following two subsections we are going to consider more general situations and eventually compare the obtained
values with the quantum bound of section
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where ¢, = €(1/k) and Hp = H(1/k) are both viewed as a function of the conformal time coordinate
and their value is fixed when the corresponding wavelength crosses the Hubble radius during inﬂationEL
We now remind that the amplitude of the power spectrum of curvature inhomogeneties mathcalAg also
estimates Hj according to the following relation:

H} 16 H?

~ maz 3.17
€ M}% Try M}% ( )

Aqp =

where the second equality follows from the consistency relations stipulating that r ~ 16¢€;. All in all,
thanks to Egs. (3.16)—(3.17) the value of U4, given in Eq. (3.15) can be estimated in more explicit terms:

Tmas = 171.46 (@)1/4 (TT>1/4 (h(mm’>1/4<gs’eq>l/3 (gp””>1/4 MHz.  (3.18)
mes 2.41 x 10~9 0.03 4.15 x 10> Gs,r 9p,eq

The estimate of U4, is then of the order of 200 MHz but a more accurate determination of the maximal
frequency depends on rr. In Eq. we assumed that gs » = g, » = 106.75 and g5 ¢q = gp,eq = 3.94;
in this case the contribution of the relativistic species is 0(0.75). Note also that if we double the value of
rp (i.e. 7 = 0.06) the Upq, gets 0(200) MHz. The value of U4, is always much smaller that the THz so
that the quantum bound of Eq. is always satisfied.

3.3 The maximal frequency and the postinflationary history

The maximal frequency of the relic gravitons depends on H,,,, but a modified postinflationary evolution
may increase the value given in Eq. by few orderﬂ of magnitude and potentially contradict the
quantum bound deduced in Eq. . To investigate this possibility we follow the notations established in
Fig. [3] and assume that between the end of inflation and the dominance of radiation there are N different
stages of expansion that are arbitrarily different from radiation. It is not difficult to show that the value

of the maximal frequency becomes, in this case:

N—-1
Vmaz = Vmaz H fzﬂlv (319)
i=1
where & and ; measure, respecively, the duration of each of the postinflationary stages and the corre-
sponding expansion rate; while & is the ratio between two successive expansion rates, 3; depends on the
(Si of Fig.
In Eq. H; denotes the rate during the i-th stage of expansion and the result of Eq. is recovered
when all the 5; — 0 implying that all the §; — 1: in this situation the evolution is dominated by radiation
from H,,qp down to Heq. This also means that the value of v, given in Eq. may exceed 200 MHz
provided, at least, one of the various d; gets smaller than 1. The results of Eqgs. f are obtained

when between H,,,, and Hp, there are N different expanding stages; we conservatively assumed that

'1n more technical terms this particular stage will be referred to as the exit (i.e. 7e.(k)) since the corresponding wavelength
exits the Hubble radius; the 7e. (k) is opposed to the reentry time where the given wavelength becomes again shorter than the

Hubble radius. Both 7.z (k) and 7,.(k) are k-dependent quantities.
1211 this sense the dependence of Tpmax on rr, gs and g, spelled out in Eq. (3.18)) is only meaningful as long as we pretend

that the expansion history after inflation is always dominated by radiation.
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H, — Hy,, = 107*2 Mp corresponding to a typical nucleosynthesis temperature 6(10) MeV. As already
stressed in Fig. [3] we conventionally posit that Hy coincides with the onset of the radiation dominated
phase, i.e. Hy = H, and ay = a,.

For the sake of concreteness we now consider the simplest situation implicitly contained in Eqgs. (3.19))—

(3.20), namely the case N = 3; according to Eq. (3.19) the expression of 1,4, becomes

-1y Syl

2061 +F1 2069 F1
Vmaz = 12( 1 622( 2+ Vmax- (321)

By looking again at Fig. [3|there are two further typical frequencies in the spectrum namely 15 and v3 = v,

Uy = \/5»1 555271)/[2(5%1)] Timas v, = \/g €2 Umaw = \/gﬁmm (3.22)

where, by definition, £ = &; £. In the case of N intermediate stages preceding the dominance of radiation
at a,, between v,,q, and v, there will be N — 2 intermediate frequencies corresponding to specific breaks
in the spectral energy density as discussed in Ref. [81]. Thus for N = 3 the postinflationary contribution

tO Vmae 18 maximized when the §; and &; take their minimal values:
0y =0y — 1/2, §1 &2 = Hypn/ Hiag- (3.23)

The common value of §; and d2 corresponds to the slower expansion rate allowed in the primeval plasma.
For instance in a perfect fluid the maximal value of the barotropic index (be it wpq,) corresponds to
the expansion rate, i.e. dpmin = 2/(3Wmaee + 1) and since, at most, wpmqe; — 1 we obtain, as anticipated
Omin — 1/2. The expansion rate can be slower than radiation also when the energy-momentum tensor is
dominated by the oscillations of the inflaton. Assuming the minimum of the potential is located in ¢ = 0
the inflaton potential can be parametrized as V(p) ~ Vi ®2¢ (with ® = ¢/Mp). If the postinflationary
evolution is dominated by the inflaton oscillations, the averaged evolution of the comoving horizon may
mimic the timeline of a stiff epoch and the graviton spectra [61,/62,81]. During the coherent oscillations
of ¢ the energy density of the scalar field is roughly constant and, in average, the expansion rate is
d=1(q+1)/(2¢—1) [8286]. Again the minimal value of § is 6(1/2) and this happens when ¢ > 1.

The same argument presented in the case of N = 3 is easily repeated for an arbitrary number of

intermediate phases; in this case the generalized values of the intermediate frequencies are:
N—-1 5;—1 )
U = v fl R \/{m—l H §i2<6i+1 Vmazs (3.24)
m=1
v = vN=V& V.. \/En-21/EN-1 Vimax- (3.25)

In Eq. (3.24) each of the different values of m < N —1 correspond to the frequencies of the breaks illustrated
in Fig. |3l Finally, the generalization of Eq. (3.23)) reads:

E=&4&...En—2&v-1 = Hy/Hpaa, 01 =0 =...=0Ny_2=0n_1—1/2. (3.26)

In other words, because all the §; are equal we obtain that the product of all the ¢; (denoted by £ in Eq.
(3.26))) is ultimately raised to the same power implying that the contribution of the whole decelerated stage
of expansion of Eq. (3.19)) is maximized by a single expanding stage characterized by § < 1:

N-1 3 Z
, H, \* Hyp \ P | 1
@Z < r bbn _ & _ - 9
Z-zl_Il 51 o <Hmax) < <Hmax> ' ﬁ 2(5—|— 1) - 6 (3 7)
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Thanks to Egs. (3.24)—(3.25) and (3.26)—(3.27) we therefore obtain the following bound on vy,45

H 2/3 h2QR() 1/4
106 m“) (0> TH 3.28
Vimaz < ( Mp 415 x 105 % (3.28)

where it has been assumed that H, — Hpy, = 10742 Mp; this choice implies, as already stressed, that the
background was dominated by radiation already for temperatures ©(10) MeV. Furthermore since Hqp =
O(Hy,) = 0(107%) Mp (see Eq. (3.17)) the limit of Eq. suggests that Ve, < 0(100) THz. If we
now consider together the two limits of Egs. and we conclude that the quantum bound is

always more constraining than the one obtained with classical arguments. To illustrate this issue even

10g(Vinax/H2), (h*Qr= 4.15 107°, Ag =2.41107°, r; =0.03) log he(V,To), (ho?Qr=4.1510"%, Ag =2.41107°, ry =0.03)
: : ! : " 20f—

20

—40

s 8

1.0¢- - 1.0

220 -20
log & log ¢

Figure 4: In the plot at the left the labels appearing on the various contours illustrate the common
logarithm of vj,4; expressed in Hz. In the right plot we report instead, for comparison, the common
logarithms of the chirp amplitudes computed for the same range of parameters. In both plots on the
horizontal and on the vertical axes refer, respectively, to the values of log& and of . In both plots the
shaded area corresponds to the region where all the phenomenological constraints are concurrently satisfied.
The shaded region of the right plot defines, in practice, the minimal sensitivities required for any instrument
aiming at detecting high-frequency gravitons in the high-frequency domain. As we can see h((;mm) should
be ©(10732) or smaller. This analysis corroborates the estimate already obtained in Eq. with the

quantum mechanical argument propounded in section

further, in the left plot of Fig. 4| we report the common logarithm of v4,,4, (expressed in Hz) as a function
of the expansion rate & and of the length of the postinflationary phase &. The of Fig. [4] refers to the
choice that maximizes the deviation of V4, from Tpe,. The shaded region in both plots of Fig. [4] defines
the portion of the parameter space where all the phenomenological constraints discussed of section are
concurrently satisfied and, in particular, the bounds coming from big-bang nucleosynthesis [63H65]. It is
clear that, within the shaded region, the quantum bound of Eq. is always satisfied. The results of

Fig. [ graphically demonstrate that expansion rate slower than radiation may shift from v,4, from the
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MHz region to the THz domain, as qualitatively argued from the results of Eqgs. (3.19)—(3.20) and (3.21)).
The shift in v,,4, towards higher frequencies should not excessively increase the spectral energy density of

the created gravitons at vpqz; in the case of a single J-phase this quantity is computed to be

8 Hpow 4/(6+1) H, 2(6—1)/(5+1)
(=) (i) . (3.29)

ng(ymaxa 7-0) = % QRro Mp Mip

Equation demonstrates that when § < 1 (so that the postinflationary the expansion is slower than
radiation) the value of H, cannot be too small otherwise ng(ymax, 7o) would violate various constraints
including the one associated with nucleosynthesis constraints [81]. Furthermore the values of v,4, appear-
ing in each contour of Fig. [4] increase when é < 1 but they decrease when § > 1. Between these two cases
the former is clearly more constraining than the latter especially in the light of the quantum bound of Eq.
. When 6 > 1 the postinflationary expansion rate is faster than radiation and the maximal frequency
gets always smaller than ©(200) MHz. This is why when ¢ > 1 the bound of Eq. is automatically
satisfied. For the sake of illustration in the right plot of Fig. |4|the various contours correspond to different
values of the common logarithms of the chirp amplitudes in the region of the parameter space where all
the phenomenological constraints are satisfied. As we can see this result is in fact compatible with the one
directly obtained from the quantum bound (see Eq. and discussion therein) since pimin) < 6 (10732).

3.4 Less conventional possibilities

So far the estimates of vy,4, have been considered in the context of conventional inflationary models and we
are now going to discuss few complementary cases related, respectively, to the refractive index of the relic
gravitons, to the bouncing scenarios and to the thermal spectrum of thermal gravitons. The tensor modes
of the geometry may inherit an effective refractive index when they propagate in curved backgrounds [87,8§]
and the inclusion of a refractive index generically leads to growing spectra of relic gravitons at intermediate
frequencies [89]. During the last three years the pulsar timing arrays reported a series of repeated evidences
of gravitational radiation (with stochastically distributed Fourier amplitudes) at a benchmark frequency of
the order of 30 nHz and characterized by spectral energy densities (in critical units) ranging between 108
and 1079 [18,19]. While it is still unclear if the signal observed by the pulsar timing arrays is really due
to a diffuse background of gravitational radiation, the presence of a dynamical refractive index during a
conventional inflationary phase modify the exit of the intermediate scales and leads to a sharp excess in the
nHz range [21]. A sufficient condition for this to happen is that the refractive index is always larger than 1
during inflation [21,89]. As a consequence during inflation the n-time and the conformal time coordinates
evolve differently. More precisely we have that, in this case, the effective scale factor b(n) appearing in Egs.
f is given by b(n) = a(n)/+/n(n) where n(n) denotes the profile of the refractive index of the relic
gravitons. Since the refractive index goes to 1 in the postinflationary phase the maximal frequency of the
graviton spectrum is in the range 0(0.1) GHz (see Ref. [21] and discussion therein). This figure fully agree
with the THz bound of Eq. .

The second possibility examined here involves the bouncing scenarioﬁ There exist at the moment

various versions of the bouncing scenarios all based on different and sometimes opposite premises [90H94].

13The quantum mechanical bound derived in Eq. (2.4) applies also in this case as long as we can identify an asymptotic
vacuum where the classical fluctuations have been suppressed.
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The spectra of the relic gravitons in bouncing models have been reviewed in Ref. |13] within a unified
perspective but what matters for the present considerations is that the bouncing scenarios, in spite of their
diverse premises, can always be divided in two broad categories |40]: the bounces of the scale factor (where
the Hubble rate goes to zero at least once) and the curvature bounces where it is the derivative of the
Hubble rate that passes through zero (at least once). Both cases may suffer serious drawbacks from the
viewpoint of the effective four-dimensional description [40] but the relevant point, for the present ends,
is that after the bouncing regime the maximal curvature scale at the onset of the decelerated stage of
expansion could even be as large as the Planck mass. Depending on the specific scenario we may have that
Hppar < Mp implying vy, < THz for all the cases of a consistent postinflationary evolution [13].

Up to now we demonstrated that the cosmic gravitons produced in conventional and unconventional
inflationary scenarios must satisfy the quantum bound of Eq. and, a fortiori, the classical bound of
Eq. . It is now useful to verify this conclusion by considering scenarios based on different physical
premises. In the case of a bouncing scenario where the postinflationary stage of expansion is dominated

by radiation v;,., can be estimated as:

Hma/l’
Mp

1/2
Vmaz = 0.1 ( ) THz < THz, (3.30)

where Hpq < Mp. If H,,,, coincides with the string scale we would have approximately that H,,q.. =
My = 06(1072) Mp so that vy,4,; may range between 10 and 100 GHz [13].

Last but not least we consider the thermal graviton spectrum and show that also in this case the THz
bound is satisfied.The temperature of the gravitons always undershoots the one of the thermal photons; in
particular we denoting with T, ¢ and T’, ¢ the current values of the graviton and photon temperatures they
can be related as Ty o = €4 1.0 where ¢; < 1 depends on the number of relativistic species at the time of
graviton decoupling [13]. The maximal frequency of the thermal black-body spectrum is then estimated ad
Vmaz = 73.943GHz where we assumed that the temperature of the gravitons is Ty9 = 0.905 K as it follows
by assuming that all the species of the standard model of particle interactions were in thermal equilibrium

at the scale of graviton decoupling.

4 Unitarity and the averaged multiplicity

The conclusions based on Egs. f are rooted in the unitary evolution of the field operators
describing the gravitons and the same remark holds for the quantum theory of parametric amplification
as whole [56-58]. For this reason the bounds of 2| as well as the multiplicity distributions of the gravitons
in the different regimes cannot be reliably deduced if unitarity is either partially or totally lost. In this
sense the largeness of the averaged multiplicities of the gravitons does not imply per se a classical evolution
or a partial loss of quantum coherence as we could superficially argue. The unitarity of the evolution
ultimately implies that the commutation relations are preserved as the background passes through different
evolutionary stages. The quantumness of the created gravitons is encoded in the degrees of quantum
coherence especially in the high-frequency regime [28]. In this section the unitarity will then be used as
a constraint on the approximation schemes employed to evaluate the averaged multiplicity and the other

correlation properties of the created gravitons. We shall then demonstrate that the gravitons truly appear
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in a macroscopic quantum state characterized by a large averaged multiplicity. A number of complementary

results related to the discussions of the present section can be found in the appendices [B] and [C]

4.1 Quantum parametric amplification

The pair production from the vacuum described by Egs. f and the quantum theory of parametric
amplification have actually the same physical content. Even if the general argument implying the bound on
the maximal frequency does not depend on the details of the parametric amplification, the averaged mul-
tiplicities and the correlation properties are quantitatively different. The standard tenets of the quantum
theory of parametric amplification are analyzed in this section with the purpose of deducing the averaged
multiplicities in a framework where unitarity is explicitly enforced. We therefore start from the Hamilto-
nian of Eq. and promote the classical fields to the status of operators. In Fourier space the operators
ﬁl?:',a and 7?]2706 can be expressed in terms of the corresponding creation and annihilation operators:
ﬁﬁazl[mﬁah ] Ra = —i p[aw—ah } (4.1)
v2p P 7 jZ 9 |47, 7
Since [ay aﬁ 5l = dap 53) (k—p) we also have that i fif, , and Tz obey the standard commutation relations
g (1), T 8(n)] = i 0ap 53 (k + ). After the classical fields are replaced by the corresponding operators
in Eq. , the Hamiltonian operator becomes:

i

where the sum runs, as usual, over the two polarizations of the gravitons. Equation (4.2]) is written

~ ~ 9~ ~ ~ ~ —~ ~
{Wﬁ,a Tgat P H-palpgatF {Wﬁ,a B30 + Bp o Tp, a} } (4.2)
a=0,8

directly in the n-time parametrization but the results reported in this section obviously hold also for the
more specific situation where the n-time coincides with the conformal time coordinate 7. For instance
the Hamiltonian operator in the conformal time parametrization can be formally obtained from Eq. (4.2))

o

by replacing & with # and by changing the derivations with respect to the n-time into derivatives with

respect to 7 in the definitions of the corresponding canonical momenta. The presence of both a;, and
al;
where the total three-momentum vanishes; indeed inserting Eq. (4.1) into Eq. (4.2)) we have

ey

a=0,®

. in Eq. 1) implies that the gravitons are produced in pairs of opposite three-momenta from a state

{ [ o0p,a T a_g, aaT ] +Aal ; + X G5 oG5, a} (4.3)

where we introduced the convenient notation A = i%. In Eq. we could insert a coherent component
that would be linear in the creation and annihilation operators. This further component (neglected in
the forthcoming discussion and eventually corresponding to an external force) could follow from a coupling
proportional to u; ; IT¢7 (where IT*/ denotes the anisotropic stress). Equation describes the production
of pairs of gravitons with opposite three-momenta and the three terms quadratic in the creation and
annihilation operators correspond in fact, up to a multiplicative constant, to the generators of the SU(1, 1)
group defined as It can be easily checked that the same commutation relations appearing in Eq.

are verified in the continuous mode case:
1 3, ~t At 1 3, ~
Qgﬂ/dkaﬁ,ﬁaié,ﬂ’ L_—2§6/dkalg76a
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3L lgl & = ~
= 7Z/d [ £ ks Ta_g g gl (4.4)

It can be readily verified that [L,, L_] = —2Lg and that [Lg, Ly] = £ Ly. The operators Ly and Ly
are all dimensionless since the creation and annihilation operators deﬁned for a continuum of modes are
all dimensional as it can be argued from their commutator [a; aﬁ 5l = bap 53)(k — p). We should also
observe that the presence of the prefactors in Eq. is required to avoid the double counting that might
arise in the continuum case. Bearing in mind this remark we shall often switch from the continuous mode
description to the single-mode approximation where few modes of the field will be separately discussed.
This approach is often employed in quantum optics and, in doing so, we shall implicitly assume a finite
volume where the creation and annihilation operators are dimensionless (see, in this respect, appendix .
The evolution equations for a; and af_@ ., in the Heisenberg description follow from the Hamiltonian
and they are:
T at

Onlip o = —1P0j, o — i)\aT_ﬁ’a, 877&_5’ =ipal;,+ PN U o (4.5)

where 0, indicates a derivation with respect to the n-time coordinate. The solution of Eq. (4.5) is usually

written [57,/58] in terms of two (complex) functions wuy (n) and vy, o(n):

aga(n) = upa(n) bsa —vpaln) /b\r,p,a, (4.6)
al s m) = u o) b, v () bya (4.7)

=

Barring for the polarization dependence, Eqs. (4.6)—(4.7) effectively coincide with Eqgs. (2.1)—(2.2) and if
the parametrization of Eqgs. (4.6)-(4.7) is inserted into Eq. (4.5]) the evolution equations for u, o(n) and

Up, o(n) are obtained:
Op Up,a = —iPUp o + I v]’;ya, OnUp,a = —IPUp o + IA u;’a. (4.8)

As repeatedly mentioned in section [2 the functions up, o(n) and vy, o(n) are subjected to the unitarity
condition |up, o(n)|> = |vp a(n)|? = 1 which is fully analog to Eq. (2.3)). Since u, (1) and v, (1) are two
complex functions subjected to the condition |u, «(1)]? — [vp o(n)|> = 1 they can be parametrized in terms
of one amplitude and two phases as ug, () = e "%, a cosh Tk, o and as vy o(1) = 0k, a0k, a) ginh Tk, o (see,
in this respect, Eq. and discussion thereafter). If we now insert Egs. — into Eq. we

obtain the full form of the quantum fields and of the conjugate momenta:

m r ff —ik-% * T iz

,U,Z'j(l',n) = 31;2 /d?’k@” |:fk a( ) o€ g +fk’»o¢(77) bk‘t’aek :|7 (49)
~ - _ 3 (ﬂ) 7. —ik@ ,  x ot ik
Wmn(xan) 4\/>€P 27‘(‘ 3/2 Z/d ke [Qk,ﬁ(n)b 756 +gk,ﬁ(n) bk,/je ]a (410)

where fi o(n) and gig(n) are the two (complex) mode functions. From Eqgs. (4.9)-(4.10) we can define
fiij(q,n) and T n (g, n)

e dr PN B PRTE 411
pij(dm) = /(QW)MMM( ;e Wmn(p,n)—/wﬂu(w,n)e : (4.11)
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The explicit forms of fi; j(¢,n) and T, (P, ) are:

Fis(@.0) = V2o 3 | Fa) el (@) + £ 0l) B g ol (-0 (4.12)
~ - 1 > R " > R
o) = 7 3o o0 B0 45,5008 el )] (4.13)

The commutator of the field operators and of the conjugate momenta is then given by:
[ 5(@, ), T (By)] = i Sijmn(@) 6C(T + 5, (4.14)
where §; jmn(zl\) accounts for the sum over the polarizations
e 1 R R R R R
Sijmn(@) = 7 |Pim(@) Pjn(P) +Pin(d) Pym(P) — pi;(d) |, (4.15)

and p; j(¢) = (0;j — G; @5) is the standard solenoidal projector. It is important to remark that the canonical
form of the commutation relations of Eq. (4.14]) holds since the mode functions f; (n) and g4, «(n) obey

the standard Wronskian normalization condition

fa,a(m) g5, a(M) = f5,0(1) 9,a(n) =1, (4.16)

which is, in turn, a direct consequence of the requirement that |ug o(7)? — |vg o(n)|? = 1; indeed ug, o (7)

and vy o(n) are directly related to f; (n) and gq4,«(n) as:

Ug,a(n) = qu,a(n)\/;;qigq,a(n)’ U;a(n) _ _qu,a(ni/;?igq,a(n). (4.17)

Equations (4.15)—(4.16) and (4.17) demonstrate that the unitarity condition |u, o(n)|? — vy a(n)> = 1

guarantees that the commutation relation between the field operators and the conjugate moments are
preserved throughout the dynamical evolution.

Let us finally consider the conventional situation of the Ford-Parker action [3] where the effective theory
does not contain parity-violating terms which could be however present in more general situations [95,96];
in this case we may replace the n-time with the conformal time and consider the two polarizations as
independent. The averaged multiplicity 7(k, 7) accounting for the pairs of gravitons with opposite three-
momenta for each tensor polarization follows then from Egs. —

(Ni) = (@kay +a' a_g) = 27(k, 7). n(k,7) = o ()% (4.18)

The largeness of the averaged multiplicity is sometimes used to argue that to final state of the evolution
of the relic gravitons is classical and the argument is, in short, the following. Since |vg(7)|? > 1 we also
have that |ug(7)|?> > 1 and this means that the field operators effectively commute:

|uk(7_)’2 = ‘Uk(7)|27 fk’(T) 92(7-) = gk’(T)f])qk(T)v [ﬁij(va)a %mn(ﬁ: 7_)] ~ 0. (419)
The heuristic argument of Eq. (4.19) is however self-contradictory since it suggests that unitarity is
approximately lost every time a large number of pairs is produced. This is not the way we should look
at the quantum theory of parametric amplification. On the contrary, as we are going to see in the next
subsection, when the approximation scheme is accurate the violations of unitarity are neither explicit nor

implicit even if the averaged multiplicity of the produced pairs is very large.
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4.2 Approximate forms of the averaged multiplicities

In the standard case where n — 7 and & — # the estimate of the averaged multiplicity is actually based
on the approximate solutions of Eq. (4.8]) . The strategy is to avoid the real parts of u, o and vy o up to
the very end of the calculation since the evolution is simpler in terms of the (complex) linear combinations

(tup,a — vy o) and (up o + vy, ,) Obeying, respectively, the following pair of equations:

"
(Up,a — v;,a)// + [k2 — C;] (Up,0 — v o) =0, (4.20)
(up.o + 05 )"+ [l{:Q—a<l)q(u +v,,) =0 (4.21)
p, @ p, o a D, X p,a) — Y- .

Equations (4.20)—(4.21]) correspond to the evolution of the mode functions of the field and can be solved
with the WKB approximation [97] (see also Ref. [13]). Since both polarizations obey the same equation
the index « can be dropped and the solutions of Eqs. (4.20)—(4.21)) become:

1

Ug (T) = §[Ak(7-ew7 Tre) + in(Texa Tre)]e_ik(AT—H—ex), (422)
* 1 . i T+T7
Uk(T) = _i[Ak(TexaTre) - lBk(’Tem, Tre)]e k(ar+ ex), (423)

where AT = (7 — 7). In Egs. f Tex (k) and 7,.¢(k) coincide, respectively, with the times where
a given wavelength exited and reentered the Hubble radius. The turning points are implicitly determined
from k? = a® H?[2 — €(7)] where, as usual, e = —H /H? denotes the slow-roll parameter. If € # 2 we have
that k7. = O(1) and k7., = O(1). If a given scale reenters during radiation we will have that ¢ — 2in the

vicinity of the turning point and k7. < 1. The explicit expressions of Ak (7Tez, Tre) and B(Tex, Tre) are:

Gre
Ak(Tex7Tre) = <a) Qk(TemvTre)u (424)
Hre Qre Aeg Koy + 1k
B exs Tre = exsTre) — — | 4.2
k(T 7 ) < k ><aex>Qk(7— 7 ) <are>< k > ( 5)
Tr 2
. rTe aex
Qu(Tonstre) = 1— (T +ik) /T 2 o (4.26)

In Eqgs. (4.24)—(4.26), with obvious notations, #., = # (7ez), and #,e = H (7r.). From the explicit
expression of Eqs. (4.22)(4.23)) and (4.25)-(4.26) it necessarily follows that |ug(7)? — |vk(7)|> = 1. This

also means that the explicit form of the mode functions:

—ikTeq
fe(t) = eﬁ l:Ak(Tez, Tre) €08k AT + By (Tex, Tre) sink AT] , (4.27)
ge(r) = o~ ikTea \/g |:—Ak(7'€x, Tre) Sink AT + By(Tex, Tre) cOSk AT:| , (4.28)

implies that fi(7)g5(7) — fii (7) gx(7) = 1, as it can be easily verified with some lengthy but straightforward
calculation. If the background expands between a., and a,. we have that all the terms containing the ratio
(are/aer) > 1 superficially dominate against those proportional to (aey/are) < 1. If we use this logic in
a simplified (and incorrect) manner we would simply keep the dominant terms and completely neglect the

subdominant ones. This sketchy approach violates unitarity and a the correct strategy is instead to expand
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|2 — |ug(7)|? = 1. This analysis can be found
in appendix [C| The idea is that, after some preliminary rearrangement of Eqgs. (4.24)—(4.25)), the obtained

expressions are expanded in terms of the small parameter of the problem, namely a.,/are < 1 by requiring

systematically ux(7) and v (7) with the constraint that |ug(7)

that, order by order in the expansion, the unitarity is always enforced. The result of this approach is

() = 5 [ a0 =7 ) (e~ () + (=) (2) w0 (2],
ulr) = 14 (e = 07 )| are = (222) + 01+ 1) (2) +@[(Zzﬂ, (4.20)

where ey = ey Her/k and qre = aye Hye/k. We can immediately verify that, to the given order in the
perturbative expansion (i.e. (are/aer)?), Eq. (4.29) implies that |uy(7)[? — |vg(7)|?> = 1 so that unitarity is
not lost while keeping the leading terms of the expansion. From Eq. (4.29) it also follows that

|uk(7—)’2 + ‘vk(7)|2 = (1 + qu) dre j(Tefﬁv 7—7‘6) — GexzCre
1 2 e 2
-+ 7< + qm) {1 + j(Tem Tre) |:J(T6(E7 Tre)(l + qu) - 2Qem:| <a> }
2 Qeg
1 2 ox 2
+ (zq‘f’”) (Z) . (4.30)

In Eq. the first contribution is, in practice, O(1) unless the reentry takes place during radiation in
which case g > 1; the second contribution in the same equation is the dominant one since a,e > Gey.
Finally the third term in Eq. is always subleading. All the three contributions are however essential
to the given order in the perturbative expansion since they all contribute to the unitarity of the evolution.
Thanks to Eq. we may further simplify the obtained expressions and estimate Eq. S:

1 Are Qeg 1 Aey Are
e () () = () () o

where, again, [u(Tez, Tre)|? — |Vk(Tex, Tre)|? = 1. Tt is true that, according to Eqs. (4.29)-(4.31), uj and
v are of the same order in the limit are/ae; > 1. It is however incorrect to conclude that unitarity is

lost when the average multiplicity is large. All in all, if unitarity turns out to be violated at the end of a
calculation that assumes unitarity from the beginning this simply means that the approximation scheme is
inaccurate. The averaged multiplicities may certainly be estimated by means of approximations that are
only partially accurate but with the proviso that the inaccuracy of the approximation scheme should not
be superficially interpreted as a loss of unitarity. Alternatively it is always possible to use directly Egs.
f even though, for all practical purpose, their accuracy is comparable to the one of Eq. .
As repeatedly mentioned, in the continuous mode case the commutation relations of the creation and
annihilation operators are obviously given by [a,;ﬁa, Gy 8] = bap @k — p). The unitary transformation

corresponding to Eq. in the continuous mode case is given by
i, = R(0) =1 (2)b; . 2(2) R(9), (4.32)

where #(J) and ¥(z) are the continuous mode generalization of the rotation and of the squeezing operators:

R(0) =e M2 B(2) = explo(2)/2], (4.33)
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where o(z) and n(d) involve both an integral over the modes and a sum over the two tensor polarizations:

o(z) = Z/dgk {ZZ,/\B*,,\B—E,/\ _Zkv/\giié ,\312' ,\]’
A
n(d) = Z/d3k Sk, A [’%me + b_,;’ﬁ_g A]. (4.34)
A
Consequently the explicit form of the unitary transformation of Eq. (4.32) is given by

= e % a coshry o bi o — e Ok a0k 0) ginh py, o bF P (4.35)
’ ) ’ «

9% o —F,
If we want to avoid the complication of an integral over the different modes it is often practical to focus
the attention on one or two modes of the field, as discussed in appendix [B] In the two-mode approximation

the final state of the particle production process is therefore given by

PN ot ot
2) = S0, 0),  B(z) = e i (4.36)
where [31,/1)\5] =47, where I, J = +, —; this notation should not be confused with the tensor polarizations

since, in this context, the 4 are related to the sign of a (single) comoving three-momentum. Equation
(4.36) may also contain a further contribution from the rotation operator (i.e. the two-mode analog of
R(5) appearing in Eq. (4.33)). We finally note that in Eq. (4.36) z = re®. If we know match the

approximations leading to Eqs. (4.29)—(4.31]) with the explicit form of the squeezing operator of Eq. (4.36)
we would have, using the results of appendix [C] that

>t (2)b,.2(2) = coshr by — e?sinhr b, (4.37)
. = XM(2)b_%(z) =coshr b_ —e'?sinhr m, (4.38)

with 7 = In(ape/aey). From Eqs. (4.37)—(4.38) we clearly have that the averaged multiplicity of the
produced pairs is given by 7 = sinh? 7 that ultimately coincides with the result of Egs. (4.29)—(4.31]).

5 The entropy of the relic gravitons and the optical equivalence

When the high-frequency gravitons are produced either from the vacuum or from some other initial state
unitarity is never lost even if the averaged multiplicity of the pairs is very large. Consequently, if the
gravitons are produced from a pure initial state (like the vacuum) the corresponding density matrix remains
idempotent and the no entropy is associated to the final multiparticle state. Formally this observation
follows from the unitarity of the operators given in Egs. f as well as from the Hermiticity
of the corresponding Hamiltonian. The quantum theory of parametric amplification however provides a
natural cosmological arrow associated with an entanglement entropy [41-46]. In our context the growth
of the averaged multiplicity of the produced gravitons is naturally associated with the increase of the
entanglement entropy of the gravitational field. The entropy will now be estimated when the density
matrix is reduced because of the incomplete measurement of the final state. In an idealized experiment
based, for instance, on the analysis of the gravitational analog of the Hanbury-Brown Twiss correlations [99]

only one of the two gravitons of the pair is typically detected. In this situation the resulting entanglement
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entropy is proportional to the logarithm of the averaged multiplicity. Since the final multiplicity is always
large, the entropy is effectively proportional to the squeezing parameter r |45(46]. The reduction of the
density matrix in different bases leads in fact to the same Von Neumann entropy whose integral over all the
modes of the spectrum is dominated by the maximal frequency. It is interesting that from the THz bound
deduced in section [2| the total integrated entropy of the relic gravitons always undershoots the cosmic

microwave background entropy.

5.1 Entanglement entropy

For the present purposes it is useful to focus directly on the two-mode operator of Eq. (4.36) and recall,
for the sake of concreteness, that r = In (aey/are). Let us note, preliminarily, that ¥(z) can be factorized

as the product of the exponentials of the group generators aﬂ

¥(z) = exp {|z| tanh |z| LJ x exp [—2Incosh |z| Lg] x exp —|Z—| tanh|z| L_|, (5.1)
z z
where the operators Ly and L+ have been introduced:
e~ N 1 e~
Ly=01b7, L_=byb_, Loy = 5(1;1 by +b_bl). (5.2)

The operators Ly and Ly obey the commutation relations of the SU(1, 1) Lie algebra discussed in appendix
namely [Ly, L_] = —2Lg and [Lg, L+] = £ L1. In the two-mode approximation of Egs. (5.1)—(5.2))
the operator /l;jrr creates a graviton of momentum +k while b creates a graviton with momentum —lg; the
two-mode Fock state is, by definition,

(D @I

n.,.! '

ng n_) = 04 0-). (5.3)

n4
When the relic gravitons are produced in pairs of opposite three-momenta we have that n,. = n_ and from
the explicit expressions of the group generators (see Eq. (5.2)) we have that their action on the two-mode
vacuum is given by L_ |04 0_) = 0 while for Ly we have instead Lo |04+ 0_-) = |04 0_)/2. The density

matrix of the final multiparticle state becomes:

o= L2zl =) 10, 00) (0_04] S1(2),
1 — —if(n—m m+n
= ol? 7;) P e~ 0M=m) tanh™ " p |n n)(m m|. (5.4)

As in the case of any pure state, the density matrix appearing in Eq. is idempotent, i.e. p> = p
and Trp? = Trp = 1. When observations are performed we shall always observe a graviton with a given
three-momentum and we will not be able to distinguish the sign of its three-momentum. This type of
measurement can be performed by means of Hanbury-Brown Twiss interferometry [99-101] appropriately
extended to the case of the relic gravitons [60,/97,|{103,104]. If gravitons are systematically observed in

explicit measurements the operators describing the observables will act only on a portion of the Hilbert

14The entanglement entropy of the final state does not change if further phases appear in the final state. This can happen if
a rotation operator acts on the two-mode vacuum. In what follows this possibility will be neglected but can be treated within

the same approach.

25



space, e.g. only gravitons with momentum k but not the ones with momentum — k. This observation also
implies that an effective description of the quantum state of the gravitons can be achieved not only in
terms of two-mode squeezing operators but also in terms of the single-mode squeezing operators that are
separately acting on the two portions of the Hilbert space (see appendix [C| and discussion therein).

Let us then suppose that the Hermitian operator 6+ corresponds to a specific observable acting on |n4).
In the logic of the HBT measurement this operator may coincide with the intensity and its expectation

value can then be written as

~ 2. tanh™ " r ~
(z|04]z) = Y 3 efnmm R (m_mi|O4+|nsn_YSm, m_ Om_mOnsn_On_n
n=0 m=0
tanh?" r n"
= O == - 5.5
an 7 |0+In), P = osh? (m+ 1)ntl’ (5:5)

where 7 = sinh? r denotes the averaged multiplicity. The approach of Eq. (5.5) implicitly defines a reduced

density operator

o0
Prea = Y Pnln)(nl, Trpreq = # TrPred- (5.6)

m+ 1
While the Von Neumann entropy associated with Eq. (5.4]) vanishes, Eq. (5.6) implies that

s = —Tr[prea In pred]
— n
= —n;pn lnpn:ln(n+1)—nln(n+l>. (5.7)

From the result of Eq. (5.7) we see that in the limit 7 > 1 the entropy gets proportional to In7, in other

words

lim s(m) =Inn=2r=2In (CLW) (5.8)
n>1 Qeg

The reduction of the density matrix can be performed in different bases [43-46]; the results depend on
the basis but the asymptotic limit when the averaged multiplicity is large is generally proportional to 2r
and hence to the logarithm of 7. The coarse grained entropy employed here is quite close to the notion of
information theoretic entropy introduced many years ago [115/116] with the purpose of reformulating the

indetermination relations. This idea actually inspired the reduction scheme discussed in Refs. [43}/44].

5.2 Integrated entropy

The result of Eq. (5.8) holds, strictly speaking, in the two-mode case but they are easily extended to the
field theoretical situation where the density matrix of Eq. (5.4) can also be written as

Z Z e lon(ng— “)(tanhrk)" Tmy Flng n_g)(m_g mgl, (5.9)

n——Om =0

PR cosh2 Tk
where we have also considered, for completeness, the contribution of the rotation operator of Eqs. (4.33))—
(4.34) bringing a further phase 0y into the final result. This is why, incidentally, ap = (2 — 6%). Since the
two polarizations evolve independently we just considered a single polarization. In this case the density
matrix can be written, in the Fock basis, as:

p= Puyl{nh{{n}, D Pumy=1 (5.10)
{n} {n}
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The multimode probability distribution appearing in Eq. (5.10) is given by:

_ o
P{n,;} = HPnE, Png(nk) = W, (5.11)
k

where 7, is the average multiplicity of each Fourier mode. Furthermore, following the standard notation,
[{n}) = Ing ) Ing,) Ing,)... where the ellipses stand for all the occupied modes of the field. Even though
the density matrix describes a mixed state, the average multiplicity does not need to coincide with the
conventional Bose-Einstein occupation number determined, for instance, in the framework of the grand-
canonical ensemble. This situation often occurs in quantum optics for chaotic (i.e. white) light where
photons are distributed as in Eq. for each mode of the radiation field but they are produced by
atomic sources kept at an excitation level higher than that in thermal equilibrium. In connection with Eq.
(5.9) we also note that the density matrix can be reduced by considering the phases of the final multiparticle
state to be unobservable. In this case the right hand side of Eq. can be averaged averaging over ay.
The reduced density matrix would be given, in this case, by ﬁg’d = % f027r daypy. The result obtained with

this procedure will then lead to

1 o
~red 2n;
D= E tanh r Enrn ) {n > nz|. 5.12
Pr COShQTk na—o( k) ’ P —k>< _k k‘ ( )
=

This observation represents a further reduction scheme of the density matrix that ultimately leads to the
same entropy of Eq. in the limit of the large averaged multiplicities.

Since we are now dealing with all the modes of the field the entropy associated with a single mode of
the field must be integrated over the whole spectrum in a given fiducial volume. If we consider a fiducial

Hubble volume at the present time the total entanglement entropy of the gravitons becomes:

8 3 _
Sg0 = g7rH0 /kmm 2n)? In 7. (5.13)

To estimate Eq. (5.13) we can simply employ the model-independent interpolation already suggested in

Eq. (2.6). For the illustrative purposes of the present discussion it is useful to show that the power-law
parametrization of Eq. (2.6)) is actually compatible with Eqgs. (4.29)—(4.30) and (4.31]) where the averaged

multiplcity for k < kypqq depends on (are/ae;) > 1. Let us therefore assume that between ae, and a,e the

background expands in this case the averaged multiplicity is given by:

B 1/ aye ) 2 ( k ) —2Bre—2Bex
ne=—|— ~ . 5.14
F 4 <aem kmaz ( )

The estimate of Eq. (5.14]) follows by assuming that the relevant wavelengths cross the Hubble radius for

the first time during inflation (i.e. k7ep = k/#.; = O(1)) when the scale factor is given, approximately,

by Gex = (=71 /Tez)Per =~ |kﬁ\ﬁez; the reentry takes place instead when a,. = (T,«e/ﬁ)ﬁm ~ |kr|Pre. In
the conventional situation 8., = 1/(1 —€) (where € is the slow-roll parameter) and 5., = 0(1): this means
that 7g ~ (k/kmaz) % If wavelength reenters the Hubble radius during a stiff phase we have instead that
ik =~ (k/kmaz) > since B = 0(1/2). Therefore the spectral energy density of Eq. is comparatively
larger at high frequencies when My, =~ (k/kmqz) > than in the conventional case the averaged multiplicity

scales as (k/kmaz)~*. While more accurate determinations of the averaged multiplicity can be presented
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in slightly different frameworks 28], the considerations based on Eq. (5.14) are consistent with Eq. (12.6)).
Thanks to the explicit form of Eq. (5.4) the integration variable appearing in Eq. (5.13) can be rescaled

and the total entropy of the gravitons is

1

(Vm“’U)gt%(mT), F(mr) = (4 — mT)/ 2’ Inzda. (5.15)

32
= — T
HO Vmin/Vmaw

Sg0 3

Since in the integral of Eq. (5.15) the value of my is not essential and the lower limit of integration goes
to zero (at least in practice since vp ~ Vi, = 310718Hz) we have that Sy = 0(10)(Vimaz/Ho)?. Since the
total entropy is always dimensionless the result for S;¢ can now be compared with the well known result
of the thermal entropy of the cosmic microwave background computed within the same fiducial Hubble
volume
4 -3 4 973

S’y() = g’ﬂ' HO Sy, Sy = g’ﬂ' T,yo. (516)

Since T o = Tyo = (2.72548 £ 0.00057) K [105] we also have that

Tso
Ty = 802 —— Hz. 1
~o = 356.80 (2.72548 K> GHz (5.17)

If we now require that Sy9 < S, we have from Eqgs. (5.15)(5.16|) and (5.17) that

Sg0 < S50 = Vmae < THz. (5.18)

It is interesting that the maximal frequency of the spectrum deduced in section [2| also implies that the

entanglement entropy of the gravitons undershoots the total entropy of the cosmic microwave background.

5.3 Superfluctuant and subfluctuant operators

The considerations developed in the previous sections suggest that the multiparticle state of the gravitons is
macroscopic but still quantum mechanical and it seems difficult to reproduce the correlations in a completely
classical picture. This is especially true for the second-order degrees of quantum coherence that have been
thoroughly discussed in the past [60,97,(103}/104]. To make this statement more accurate we observe here
that the final state of the relic gravitons cannot be mimicked in terms of a semiclassical quasiprobability
distribution. This means that the final state of the relic gravitons is inherently quantum mechanical.
Indeed the optical equivalence theorem in quantum optics [98] would suggest an equivalence between the
expectation value of an operator in Hilbert space and the expectation value of its associated function in
the phase space formulation with respect to a positive semi-definite quasiprobability distribution [106H108].
In the present context the quasi-probability distribution is not necessarily positive semidefinite, as we are
now going to show. Let us consider, for this purpose, the operator ¥(r) corresponding to the one of Eq.
in the case § — 0. We may argue that such a choice can always be implemented either as a result of
the observational set-up or because of other dynamical considerations. In this case the two-mode operator

can be always written o
£(r) = bbb L) _ (r2b12)/2 o322, (519
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For notational convenience, we shall suppress the caret appearing on top of each operator; this is necessary
since it is practical to decompose by and b_ aﬁ

y, _btib o b—ib

+ \/5 ) + \/i 9
where [b, bT] = 1, [b, 5] = 1 and [b, b] = 0. If the original operator in Eq. (5.19) would contain a 0
dependence we could always add an arbitrary phase in the definitions of Eq. (5.20)); this phase could be
fixed to eliminate the original #-dependence possibly appearing in Eq. (5.19). We can finally relate b and

b with the quadrature operators that we simply denote as

(5.20)

b+ b (b—0bh)
r = ) b=t

V2 V2
_ b+ bt (b—bh)

: S 5.21
NG p 7 (5.21)
The quadrature operators are customarily defined with a further v/2 in the denominator. Since we find
it more inspiring, we prefer here the comparatively older notation of Ref. [109] implying [z,p] = ¢ and

[Z,p] = 4. In this language the operator ¥(r) can then be written as the product of two contraction
operators ¥(r) = @(r) D(r) where

D(r) = el r@ptp)/2 D(r) = eir@ppe)/2, (5.22)

From Eq. (5.22) it is clear that the action of @(r) and Z(r) on the quadrature operators implies a

contraction of z and = and a corresponding dilatation of p, and p

t—= X, = D) zD(r)=e"u, p—P.=2'r)pD(r) =€ p, (5.23)
i-X, = 9'Mior) =", PP =2'0)pD(r)=¢p (5.24)

The operators X, and )Z'r fluctuate below the quantum noise whereas P, and P, fluctuate above it. If we

now represent the density operator in the two-mode diagonal P-representation [106-108] we have that
p= [ P, B)18B) (35l a5, (5.25)

where P(f3, B) is the (two-mode) quasi-probability distribution and |3 §> denotes a two-mode coherent

state. In terms of P(f, 5) the variances of the operators X, and X, are given by:

—2r - -
ax2 = S =3 [PE.BG+ 72 o] (5.26)
_ 6—27‘ - - -
OX2 = S =3+ [PE.HG+ 52 o] 5:27)

where, as usual (AX,)2 = ((X2) — (X,)?) and similarly for (AX,)2. We can now appreciate from Eqs.
1)1' that a positive semi-definite P(f3, 5) is not compatible with the conditions (AX,)? < 1/2 and
(A)Z'T)Q < 1/2 potentially achieved when r > 1; this happens, incidentally, when the average multiplicity

151t would be excessive to add a caret on top of the tilde in the definition of E; this is why we shall suppress the caret.
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is large. A similar argument can be repeated with the canonically conjugate operators P, and P,. In this

case the corresponding variances become:

627‘ ~ ~
@ry = G =3)i- [PE.BG-57 Esd5) (5.25)
_ 627’ -~ -
@RP = S =3li- [PE.HGE-BP? Esed] (5.29)

We now see from Egs. f that a positive semi-definite P(B,g) is not compatible with the
conditions (AP,)2 > 1/2 and (AP,)2 > 1/2, as it happens when r > 1 and the averaged multiplicity is
large.

The simultaneous analysis of Egs. (5.26)(5.27) and (5.28)-(5.29) implies therefore that the diagonal

P-representation becomes negative over some range of its arguments g and B . Other quantum distribution

functions such as the Wigner functions [110,|111], the complex P-functions [112] or the @-functions |113]
lead to similar paradoxes either in the case of the variances or for the intensity correlations and for initial
states containing a final number of gravitons. We therefore acknowledge the viewpoint that the quasi-
probability distribution get negative whenever a given quantum state cannot be mimicked by a classical
source |112,|113]. In spite of claims going into the opposite direction, our considerations show that the
relic gravitons appear as macroscopic quantum states of many particles that cannot be reproduced with
a semiclassical quasi-probability distribution as suggested, in quantum optics, by the optical equivalence
theorem [98}|106H108].

6 Concluding remarks

The evolution of the space-time curvature during the early stages of the cosmological evolution excites
the tensor modes of the geometry and when the classical fluctuations are suppressed (as it happens either
during a stage of accelerated expansion or in a phase of accelerated contraction) gravitons are produced
from an initial quantum state that likely coincides with the vacuum provided the inflationary epoch is suf-
ficiently long. While the physical premises characterizing the evolution of the space-time curvature might
be different, the unitarity of the process and the Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian imply that the gravitons
are always produced in pairs of opposite (comoving) three-momentum. Moreover their multiplicity distri-
butions and their associated averaged multiplicities concurrently determine the maximal frequency range
that turns out to be O(THz). For the derivation of this bound we first considered the properties of the
averaged multiplicity and then deduced an interpolating expression that is exponentially suppressed at
high-frequencies while it scales as power-law below v,q,. Since above the maximal frequency the averaged
multiplicity is exponentially suppressed, v,q; roughly corresponds to the production of a single graviton
pair: this observation has been used here not as a derived property but rather as an operational definition
of the maximal frequency of the spectrum. This is ultimately the logic leading to the THz bound.

In a purely classical perspective vy,q, is instead associated with the bunch of (minimal) wavelengths
that exited the Hubble radius at the end of inflation and reentered immediately after, i.e. at the onset of
the decelerated stage of evolution. In this respect the present analysis shows that the quantum approach to
the high-frequency bound is model-independent since it does not require or assumes a specific knowledge

of the expansion rates around the onset of the decelerated stage of expansion. For this reason the classical
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and the quantum strategies are mutually consistent not only in the conventional case but also when the
postinflationary expansion rate is slower than radiation as well as in less conventional situations when the
curvature scale takes Plankian values. Although in all these cases we would expect Ve, > MHz, the
maximal frequency always undershoots the quantum limit in the THz band. The obtained constraint on
Umaa translates into an absolute bound of the order of 10723 on the minimal chirp amplitudes that should
be mandatorily achieved by all classes of hypothetical detectors aiming at the direct scrutiny of a signal
in the region ranging between the MHz and the GHz bands. Minimal chirp amplitudes ©(10724) (possibly
obtained by microwave prototypes in the last score year) have therefore marginal significance. We find this
aspect particularly useful for a realistic assessment of the capabilities and of the physical motivations of
high-frequency detectors in the forthcoming two decade.

The THz bound and the whole approach of the present investigation are deeply rooted in the quantum
mechanical nature of the produced gravitons whose multiparticle final state turns out to be macroscopic
but always non-classical as it follows from the unitary evolution that preserves the quantum coherence.
The apparent losses of quantum coherence (possibly due to the largeness of the averaged multiplicity of
the produced pairs) are then caused by the inaccuracy of the approximation schemes that do not enforce
the validity of the commutation relations between canonically conjugated fields throughout all the stages
of the dynamical evolution. The multiparticle final state has been also scrutinized in terms of the quasi-
probability distributions that may get negative when the statistical properties of a given quantum system
are not reproducible as weighted superposition of coherent states. Our analysis shows that the relic
gravitons are inherently quantum mechanical and that their quantumness can be measured in terms of an
entanglement entropy. Indeed, an entanglement entropy can be introduced in the problem and it is caused
by the loss of the complete information on the underlying quantum field. The reduction of the density
matrix in different bases leads to the same Von Neumann entropy whose integral over all the modes of
the spectrum is dominated again by the maximal frequency. Whenever the THz bound is applied, it turns
out that the total integrated entropy of the relic gravitons is comparable with the entropy of the cosmic
microwave background but not larger. As argued in the recent past in different contexts, our consideration
suggest that a potential detection of relic gravitons both at low and high frequencies may therefore represent

a direct evidence of macroscopic quantum states associated with the gravitational field.

Aknowledgements

I wish to thank A. Gentil-Beccot, F. Gili, A. Kohls, L. Pieper, S. Rohr and J. Vigen of the CERN Scientific

Information Service for their kind help along the different stages of this investigation.

31



A Multiplicity distributions and their generalizations

The multiplicity distribution of the relic gravitons has been a recurrent theme of the present analysis
starting with the considerations developed in section [2| The complementary derivation of the multiplicity
distribution presented hereunder can be swiftly applied to more general situations like the ones where the
gravitons are not necessarily produced from the vacuum. The discussion of this appendix does not apply
to a specific cosmological evolution but it depends solely on the pair production mechanism encoded in
Egs. f and in the Hamiltonian of relic gravitons introduced in Eq. . The first observation of
this appendix is that the multiplicity distribution follows directly from a recurrence relation relating the
diagonal elements of the density matrix. For this purpose we start from Egs. f* and recall
that, by definition, the diagonal elements of the density matrix are defined as p, = (n|zx)(zx|n) where, as
in section [2 the state |2;) is annihilated by aj and by @_g; in other words we have that @y |z;) = 0 and

a_j|zz) = 0. Thanks to Eqgs. (2.1)-(2.2) the two previous conditions imply:
up by |2p) = v L |2z), up b |2z) = vg bl |2). (A.1)

If the attention is focused, for instance, on the first equality appearing in Eq. (A.1]), the following condition
can be readily deduced:

ug (n— n+\5+|zlg) = vk (n_ny W_\z,ﬁ (A.2)

By now using the properties of the creation and annihilation operators on the state |[ny n_) Eq. (A.2) can
be made more explicit; if we then focus the corresponding diagonal elements (i.e. n— =m-+1 and ny = m)

the recurrence relation for the probability of obtaining m pairs from the vacuum becomes:

Pm+1 |ul~c|2 = DPm |Uk|2- (A3)

The solution of Eq. is clearly given by the Bose-Einstein distribution with average multiplicity
nx = |vg|?. However, in view of further generalizations of Eq. , it is useful to solve Eq. by first
deducing the probability generating function P(s) associated with the (unknown) probability distribution
Pm- 1f both sides of Eq. are multiplied by s™ (with 0 < s < 1) the obtained result can be summed

over m
o0 (o] o0
v |2 Z §™ P = |ug|? Z " Pt P(s) = Z $" P (A4)
m=0 m=0 m=0

The second relation appearing in Eq. is just the definition of the probability generating function and
since, by definition, Y,, pm = 1 we also have that P(1) = 1. We can finally solve Eq. and deduce
P(s):
(5)= 2OHD
1+7(1—ys)
where pg is the probability of producing zero pairs. Since the probability distribution must be normalized
we get that P(1) =1 and also pp = 1/(7 + 1). This means, ultimately, that

(A.5)

1

P(s) = TTa0=s)

(A.6)
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Once the analytic form of P(s) is known the probability distribution follows immediately by evaluating the
m-th order derivative of P(s) for s — 0; in our case, as anticipated,

1 /dP e
S I AT
p m! ( ds )3:0 (Mg + 1)m+1 (A7)

In case the initial state does not coincide with the vacuum the recurrence relation of Eq. (A.3) is generalized

in the following manner:
(m +1) pm+1 = (ak + bpm) pm. (A.8)

In the limit ax = by = |vg|?/|ur|?* Eq. (A.8) coincides with Eq. (A.3) and after multiplying both sides of
Eq. (A.8]) by s™ we can sum over m; this time the analog of Eq. (A.5) is not simply an algebraic relation
but rather a differential equation for P(s)

dP C1

(1- bks)g = arP(s) = P(s) = A= bt (A.9)

where ¢ = ay /by, and ¢; is an integration constant that can be fixed from the condition P(1) = 1. The full

form of P(s) and of its derivative with respect to s become

(1 —bg)? dP Nk

V. —| == by, = Al
(0= bps)t 5|~ = k (A.10)

P(s) = L

The second relation of Eq. (A.10) is simply the definition of the averaged multiplicity given in terms of
the derivative of P(s); this observation fixes then by in terms of 75, and ¢ with the result that, after some

algebra, we obtain:

q? T
P — frd b b g .
(5) g+me(l—s) 1 ar /B Tk +q

Equation (A.11) is the canonical from of the probability generating function of the negative binomial
(Pascal) probability distribution; the probability distribution itself can be obtained by deriving P(s) as

already discussed in Eq. (A.7)

moed = )= (07 @) )
_ Q(Q+1)...(q+m—1)< T )m( q >q' o

m! g +q g +q

(A.11)

Once more, when ¢ = 1 Eqgs. (A.11) and (A.12)) coincide, respectively, with Eqs. (A.6) and (A.7). The
probability distribution of Eq. (A.12) can be expressed as the probability distribution of the sum of an

arbitrary number of independent and identically distributed random variables. In this case the probability
distribution (and the related characteristic function) are said to be infinitely divisible. Both properties
easily follow by appreciating that the characteristic function (A.11)) naturally appears as compound Poisson

distribution [114] and any compound Poisson distribution is infinitely divisible.

B Two-mode and single-mode squeezing operators

A two-mode squeezed state can be described as the product of degenerate squeezed states and this de-

scription allows to derive the properties of two-mode states from the single-mode operatorsb |77-79]. On a
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technical ground, under some conditions, the two-mode squeezed squeezing operator can be factorized into
the tensor product of two degenerate squeezing operators. Historically the degenerate squeezing operator
has been introduced first [109,117,/118] even though the two-mode squeezing operators appear naturally in
the quantum theory of parametric amplification [57,/58] and in the mode expansion of the tensor modes.

In short for single-mode (or degenerate) states the generators of the SU(1, 1) algebra are given by

1 1 1
tW=cal? tW--g V== (a} i+ alai), (B.1)
2 2 4
where [&1,5{] = 1; as a consequence the commutation relations between the operators of Eq. 1) are
given by:
1 1 1 1 1 1

where L(()l)T = L while L(_I)Jr = L(+1). With the notations of Egs. |D1i we can also write a single-
mode Hamiltonian as

AW =2k + AL + 1. (B.3)

The single-mode (or degenerate) squeezing operator that would follow from the unitary time-evolution
generated by the Hamiltonian can always be decomposed in terms of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff
relation. The standard derivation (obtained in the SU(2) case by using the properties of Pauli matrices)
can be generalized to the SU(1, 1) and this is basically the strategy followed in Refs. [119,(120]. It is however
possible to derive the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff relation in a different manner [121] (see also [122]), i.e.
by reducing the problem to a system of first-order (nonlinear) differential equations. In both cases the final

result can be written as:

7 (1) (1) (1) @O e
S(l)(z) — ¢ L7 —=2L," _ e—I‘L+ e—21ncosh7"L0 eF L (B4)

)

0

where z = ¢ 7 and T' = ¢ tanhr. Tt is well known that the single-mode operator S™)(z) can also be

viewed as the generator of a unitary transformation of the creation and annihilation operators:
e =58WH(z) a; SW(2) = coshr a; — e sinhr &J{. (B.5)

In Eq. (B.1) the superscript distinguishes the generators of the first oscillator from the ones of a putative

second oscillator:

1. 1. 1/ . .
Lf) — 70112'2’ L(72) — 5&%, L(()2) = 4(&; ao + agag). (B6)

All the relations derived in the case of Egs. f obviously hold in the case the operators defined
in Eq. . If the corresponding Hamiltonians are now combined as H=H® 4+ H® we have that two
a new set of two-mode operators can be defined in terms of the following unitary transformation:

a] — i ao
V2
We could insert a further global phase at the right-hand side of both transformations appearing in Eq.

but what matters is that the two-mode squeezing operator can therefore be expressed aﬁ

a= . b= (B.7)

$(z) = €2 @0 —=aT b _ gD () 5 (2), (B.8)

161f a further global phase is inserted at the right-hand side of Eq. the modulus of z remains the same but its final
phase gets modified by the phase possibly introduced in Eq. .
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where the second equality follows by inserting into ¥(z) the explicit form of a and b in terms of @1 and @y
as dictated by Eq. (B.7)). It is also easy to verify that the combinations of the group generators still obey
the SU(1,1) algebra; more precisely we have that

L=V +1®=atst,  L_=1"+1? =ap,

1 R
Lo=I{ + 1P = Slala+ o], (B.9)

The combinations of the single-mode generators lead to the results of Eq. via the transformation
(B.7); moreover, as expected, L1 and Lg satisfy the commutation relations of the SU(1, 1) Lie algebra

Ly, L_] = —2Ly,  [Lo,Li]=+L.. (B.10)

Thanks to Eq. (B.7)) we can also verify that the two-mode Hamiltonian is the sum of the two single-mode
Hamiltonians, namely:

H=HY + H® =2k Lo+ ALy + \"L_. (B.11)

The factorization of the two-mode squeezing operator in terms of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff decom-
position follows from the techniques of Refs. [119,{120] and [121}|122]:
z

2|

As in the case of Eq. (B.5]) the two-mode squeezing operator can be viewed as the generator of a unitary

Y(z) = e# L=z Lt — g=TLy—2Incoshz[Lo "L ' = — tanh |z|. (B.12)

transformation involving the two-mode creation and annihilation operators:
¢=x2)a%(z) = coshra — € sinhrbt. (B.13)

As stressed in Ref. [77)/78] the relation between two-mode operators and (degenerate) single-mode operators
is technically useful but it can be physically misleading. In our problem the two modes of ¥(z) correspond

to gravitons with opposite three-momenta.

C Explicit form of squeezing parameters in notable limits

The unitary transformation of Eq. (4.35) coincides with the one already introduced in Eqgs. (4.6])—(4.7)
and the complex functions uy o(7) and vy o(7) can then be directly expressed in terms of the two phases

Ok, a» Ok, o supplemented by the amplitude 7, ,:

Uk o(n) = e 40k, a cosh Tk, s Uk o(n) = ¢!k, a0k, o) ginh Tk, o (C.1)

If the explicit evolution of uy, o(7) and vi, o (7) given in Egs. is combined with Eq. , the evolution
of the squeezing parameters in the different physical regimes can be determined. Let us first consider, for
the sake of illustration, an expanding de Sitter phase where n — 7, b(n) — a(7) and & — # . Solving then
Eq. with the appropriate initial conditions we obtain for ug(7) and vg(7):

1 1

up(T) = (1 B 2k;7—> e, () = py. e M. (C.2)
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According to the dictionary implicitly established by Eq. (C.1]) we can easily obtain the accurate expressions
for 11, 0, and dj:

re = —In(—kr)+ k22 + Ok, (C.3)
8
5 = —kr— g Sk 0(k), (C.4)
8
Op = 2kr+m— §k37'3 + O(k°7°), (C.5)

where the polarization index has been suppressed since the result holds for both polarization states. The
limit |k7| < 1 appearing in Egs. — and gives the evolution of the squeezing parameters when
the relevant wavelengths are larger than the Hubble radius. The expression for the squeezing parameters
after the various wavelengths have reentered the Hubble radius follows from Egs. 7; in those
formulas Ay (7ex, Tre) and By(Tez, Tre) are both complex and if we now introduce their real and imaginary
parts as

Ap(Tews Tre) = Qa(Tews Tre) — 1Pa(Tex, Tre), By, = QB(Tex; Tre) — i1PB(Tex; Tre), (C.6)

we can obtain a simplified form of ux(7) and vg(7). We remind, in this respect, that 7., and 7. denote the
times at which each of the different wavelengths exited and reentered the Hubble radius; for this reason
both quantities ultimately depend on the modulus of the comoving three-momentum, i.e. 7ep = Tez(k)
and 7. = Tre(k). Recalling then Eq. the explicit expressions of ug(7) and vi(7) given in Egs.

(4.24)—(4.25) become:

up(T) = ;{ [(QA + Pp)cos B+ (@B — PA)sin,B} —i—z’[(QB — Py)cosB—(Qa+ PB)sinB] },(C.?)

1

() = 5{[(Po = Qu) cos 6 — @a+ Pa)sing] — i (@s + Paycos s+ (P — Qs |, €9

where, for the sake of conciseness, the arguments of the functions (Q4, P4) and (Qp, Pg) have been

momentarily dropped. In Egs. (C.7)—(C.8) 5 = k7 while the explicit expressions of (Q4, P4) and (Qp, Pp)
are:

a a
QA(Texa Tre) = (Te) [1 — (ex j(TezaTre)]a PA(Teaza Tre) = (re) j(TexyTre)v
Qeg Qeg
Qe Geg
QB(Tem Tre) = %"e( ) |:1 — (ex j(Tex>7—re):| — Qex ()7
Qeg Qre
a a
PB(T€I7 Tre) = Qre< Te) + ( eac). (09)
Geg Qre
Three auxiliary quantities have been introduced in Eq. (C.9)), namely
T, 2
re a/
Jex = Qex Hez/k7 Qre = Qre Hre/ka j(Te:mT’/‘e) =k / |:a(e:):| dr. (ClO)
Tex

It is a bit lengthy (but conceptually straightforward) to verify from Eqgs. (C.7)—(C.8) and (C.9)—(C.10|) that,
indeed, |ug(7)|? — |vg(7)|?
ug(7) and vg(7) ultimately rests on the enforcement of unitarity. For instance in Eq. (C.9) (aez/are) < 1

in the case of expanding backgrounds. Should we systematically neglect all the terms proportional to
(aex/are) < 17 If we would do that the results of Egs. (C.7)—(C.8)) would simply imply that u2(7) ~ vZ(7)

= 1. As stressed in section 4| the problem of approximating the expressions of
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with an explicit violation of unitarity. The correct approach is instead to use an approximation scheme that
is fully consistent with unitarity when we evaluate the expansion to a given order in the small parameter
of the problem; this is the rationale for the result of Eq. which is incidentally consistent with the
strategies that are customarily employed in quantum optics and quantum communication. Recalling that
the turning points 7,.(k) and 7., (k) are determined as a solution of the equation k? ~ a? H?[2 — ¢(a)],
when a given wavelength exits the Hubble radius during inflation we have that g., = O(1) since € < 1
and the turning points of the WKB approximation are fixed, in practice, by the condition k* = a? H?.
Conversely when the reentry takes place far from the radiation stage the same observation can be made
since gre = ape Hye/k = O(1). However if the reentry occurs when ¢, = 0(2) the turning point is not
regular and g, > 1 in all the expressions that appear in Eqgs. f and .
Taking into account the observations of the previous paragraph, uy(7) and vg(7) can be expanded to
a given order in (a,¢/ae;) which is always small if the Universe expands; in doing so we shall keep all the
other quantities generic. As already anticipated, the result of this strategy gives directly Eq. . We
can immediately verify that, to the given order in the perturbative expansion, Eq. implies that
Juk ()2 = ok (7)?
the expansion. From Eq. we can also obtain the expression of 6:
it — () ok(T) _ e—Qigk(T){—iJrqre +@[(are)2]}‘ (C.11)
|k (T) vi(7)] i+ qre Gex
We now have two separate possibilities. If the given wavelength reenters in a decelerated stage different

from radiation then ¢, = 0(1) and Eq. (C.11]) implies that 6, = —2k7 —7/2. Conversely if the wavelength

reenters precisely during radiation, then ¢, > 1 and 0, = —2k7. With similar strategy we can also deduce

= 1 so that unitarity is not lost while correctly accounting for all the leading terms of

that, approximately, e2" ~ (@re/aez). From the evolution equations of uy o and v, we can also deduce

the equations governing the squeezing parameters.

Tpo = —Fcosbya, 80 =p— X sinbyqtanhryq, (C.12)
H sin 0
o’ = -9 9Z 2 TP 13
P P+ tanh 27, o ( )

Equations ((C.12)—(C.13|) provide useful relations among the squeezing parameters especially in the limit
where 7 > 1. Indeed, by combining Eqs. (C.12)—(C.13) we get the following relation

K sin 0y,

O + 20) = —— . C.14
(0k + 201) sinh r; coshrg ( )
When 7 > 1 we have that, in practice, (6 + 20;)" = 0. But this means that
Ok(T) =k +7/4+ «, 0= -2kt —7/2, Gre = O(1).
5k(T) =kt + «, 0= _2k7-7 Qre > 17 (015)

where « is an integration constant. It is therefore an oversimplification to regard the large squeezing limit
as a classical limit. This potentially misleading conclusion follows from the adoption of an approximation
scheme where the inaccuracies of the expansion seem to destroy the unitarity of the evolution which is
however always preserved. The same argument holds for the quantum coherence of the system. The
graviton pairs created as a result of the quantum theory of parametric amplification are then entangled

and this essential quantum mechanical property is preserved by the unitary evolution.
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