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Abstract

In [1] we introduced an in ationary scenario, non-abelian gauge eld in ation or gauge- ation
for short, in which slow-roll in ation is driven by non-Abel ian gauge eld minimally coupled to
gravity. We present a more detailed analysis, both numerichand analytical, of the gauge- ation.
By studying the phase diagrams of the theory, we show that gdtng enough number of e-folds
during a slow-roll in ation is fairly robust to the choice of initial gauge eld values. In addition,
we present a detailed analysis of the cosmic perturbation thory in gauge- ation which has many
special and interesting features compared the standard s&-driven in ationary models. The
speci ¢ gauge- ation model we study in this paper has two pamameters, a cuto scale and the
gauge couplingg. Fitting our results with the current cosmological data xe s 04 10¢
GeV (H is the Hubble parameter) andg 10 3, which are in the natural range of parameters in
generic particle physics beyond standard models. Our modedlso predicts a tensor-to-scalar ratio

r> 0:02, in the range detectable by the Planck satellite.
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. INTRODUCTION

The idea of in ationary cosmology was originally proposed to provide @ossible resolution
to some of the theoretical problems of the bing-bang model fordhearly Universe cosmology
[2]. However, with the advancement of the cosmological observatand most notably
the cosmic microwave background (CMB) observations! [2] 3], the iationary paradigm
has received observational support and in ation is now consideragh integral part of the
standard model of cosmology with the following general picture. Aapch of the early
Universe which is a few Planck lengths in size under the gravitationaleets of the matter
present there undergoes a rapid (usually exponential) expansiaifie in ationary period.
The in ation ends while most of the energy content of the Universe ®ill concentrated in the
eld(s) driving in ation, the in aton eld(s). This energy should now be transferred to the
other elds and particles, the (beyond) standard model particlesghrough the (p)reheating
process. The rest of the picture is that of the standard hot bigang scenario, with radiation

dominated, matter dominated and nally the dark energy dominatecera that we live in.

In the absence of a direct observation for the primordial gravity awves, one of the main
standing issues in in ation is what is the Hubble parameter during inaton H, or the
energy density of the in aton eld(s). With the current observations, and within the slow-roll
in ation scenario, the preferred scale il . 10 My, whereM, (8 G y) ™2 =2:43 10"
GeV is the reduced Planck mass. On the other hand, according toetHore in beyond
standard particle physics models, the supersymmetric grand undetheories (SUSY GUTS)
[4], the uni cation scale is around 1€° GeV, suggesting that in ationary model building
should be sought for within various corners of such models. If styet SUSY GUT setting

will also provide a natural arena for building the (p)reheating models

Almost all of in ationary models or model building ideas that appear in he literature use
one or more scalar elds with a suitable potential to provide for the mtter eld inducing
the in ationary expansion of the early Universe. The choice of scalaelds is made primar-
ily because we work within the homogeneous and isotropic FriedmaRobertson-Walker
(FRW) cosmology and that turning on spinor or gauge elds generidlg violates these sym-
metries. Another reason is that, from the model building viewpointfurning on potential
for the scalar elds is easier than for other elds, whose interactitcs are generically xed

by gauge symmetries or renormalizability conditions. Building in ationay models within
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the SUSY GUTs then amounts to exploring various corners of the délory/model in search
of at enough potential which supports successful slow-roll in ion, the atness of which
is respected by the loop and quantum corrections. Such models aby come under the
D-term or F-term in ationary models [5].

Regardless of the details, non-Abelian gauge eld theories are thédely accepted frame-
work for building particle physics models, and, in particular, beyondtandard models and
GUTs. In view of the ubiquitous appearance of non-Abelian gaugelds, one may explore
the idea of using gauge elds as in aton elds, the elds which get norero background
value during in ation and drive the in ationary dynamics. One of the main obstacles in this
regard is the vector nature of the gauge elds and that turning tem on in the background
will spoil the rotation symmetry.

A related scenario in which this problem was pointed out and addresbkes \vector in ation
[6]." The idea in vector in ation, unlike ours, is to use vector elds and ot gauge elds,
as inaton. In [5], two possible ways were proposed to overcome tlieoken rotational
invariance caused by the vector inaton elds: (1) introduce a larg number of vectors
each assuming a random direction in the 3D space, such that on theeeage we recover
a rotational invariant background; or, (2) introduce three ortltogonal vector elds of the
same value which act as the triad of the spatial part of the spaceten the \triad method"
[7,8]. The other important obstacle in the way of driving in ation by vector elds is the
exponential, Ea(t) suppression of the massless vector elds in an in ationary backgund,
causing in ation to end too fast. This problem has been overcome @dding nonminimal
coupling to the gravity, usually a conformal mass type term [6,/ 9]. d have a successful
in ation, however, this is not enough and one should add quite nontrial potentials for the
vector eld [6, 7,9]. Dealing with vector elds, and not gauge eldsmay bring instabilities
in the theory: the longitudinal mode of the vector eld which has a gbst type kinetic term
and is not dynamical at tree level, in the absence of gauge invariancan and will, become
dynamical once quantum (loop) e ects are taken into account. TiB latter will cause ghost
instability, if we were studying the theory on a at background. It has been argued that
such instabilities can persist in the in ationary background too/[10];e, however, [11] for a
counter argument. In any case the instability issue of vector in abnary models seems not

to be settled yet.

In order not to face the above issue one should build a \gauge invamtavector in ation."
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One can easily observe that it is not possible to get a successful itian with some number
of U(1) gauge elds. The other option is to consider non-Abelian gaugééories. The \triad
method" mentioned above is naturally realized within the non-Abelian @uge symmetry
setting, irrespective of the gauge group in question. We then fatlee second obstacle, the
1=a(t) suppression. This may be achieved by changing the gravity thegigonsidering Yang-
Mills action coupled to F (R) modi ed gravity [12], or considering Einstein gravity coupled
to a generic (not necessarily Yang-Mills) gauge theory action. Thisttar is the idea we will
explore in this work. We should stress that, as will become clear, oapproach and that
of [12] are basically di erent. Using non-Abelian gauge elds has anwér advantage that,
due to the presence ofA ;A ] term in the gauge eld strengthF , it naturally leads to
a \potential" term for the gauge elds which, upon a suitable choice othe gauge theory

action, can be used to overcome the=&(t) suppression problem mentioned above.

In this work, we present a detailed discussion and analysis of gaugéen, in ation
driven by non-Abelian gauge elds, which we introduced in_[1]. In sectioll] we show
how the rotation symmetry breaking can be compensated by theU(2) (sub)group of the
global part of non-Abelian gauge symmetry and how one can introde a combination of
the gauge eld components which e ectively behaves as spacetimmakr eld (on the FRW
background); and that there is a consistent truncation from thelassical phase space of the

non-Abelian gauge theory to the sector which only involves this scalald.

Setting the stage, in sectiori_Ill, we choose a speci ¢ action for ¢hgauge theory that
is Yang-Mills plus a speci cF# term which can come from speci ¢ (one) loop corrections
to the gauge theory. In this work, however, we adopt a phenomelogical viewpoint and
choose this speci cF# term primarily for the purpose of in ationary model building. The
important point of providing eld theoretical justi cations for this F* term will be brie 'y
discussed in the discussion section and dealt with in more detail in anagming publication.
Our model has hence two parameters, the gauge coupliggnd the ceo cient of this speci ¢
F4term . These two parameters will be determined only by focusing on thernsiderations
coming from cosmological observations. In this section we preseam analytic study of
the in ationary dynamics of our gauge- ation model and show thatthe model allows for a
successful slow-roll in ationary period which leads to enough nureb of e-folds. In section
V] we present the diagrams and graphs for the numerical analysef the gauge- ation

model. Our numerical analysis reveals that the classical slow-roll iationary trajectory is
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fairly robust to the choice of initial conditions.

Having studied the classical in ationary dynamics, in sectiof V, we ttn to the question
of cosmic perturbation theory in the gauge- ation. Because of thexistence of other compo-
nents of the gauge elds which has been turned o in the classical iationary background,
the situation here is considerably di erent than the standard cosim perturbation theory
developed in the literature. We hence rst develop the cosmic pentoation theory for our
model, discuss its subtleties and novelties; we discuss the scalacteeand tensor perturba-
tions, their power spectra and the spectral tilts. In sectiob VI, #ier completing the analysis
of the model, we confront our model with the available cosmologicah@ CMB data. We
show that indeed it is possible to get a successful in ationary modalith the gauge- ation
setup. In the last section we summarize our results and make cordilug remarks. In three
appendices we have gathered some technical details of the cosn@dyrbation theory.

Note added: After we published this work the paperi[22] appeared which prompleus
to recheck the cosmic perturbation theory analysis of our earlieeksion, especially in the
tensor mode perturbations. We have now corrected and improvexdir cosmic perturbation
theory analysis. We have also improved our analysis in comparing thesults of our gauge-
ation model with the CMB and other cosmic data. These analysis havalso appeared in

the review article [23].

Il. THE SETUP

In this section we rst demonstrate how the rotation symmetry is etained in the gauge-
ation and then discuss truncation to the scalar sector. Here we il consider an SU(2)
gauge theory with gauge eldsA? wherea = 1;2;3 label the gauge algebra indices and

= 0;1,; 2,3 the spacetime indices, the temporal components will be denoteg B3 and
the spatial components byA?. Although we focus on theSU(2) gauge theory, our analysis
holds for any non-Abelian gauge groufs, as any non-Abelian group always has a8U(2)
subgroup.

We will consider gauge- and Lorentz-invariant theories, where tlggavity part is the usual
Einstein-Hilbert action and the Lagrangian of the gauge theory p#&rwhich is minimally

coupledto gravity, is of the formL = L(F? ;g ), whereF? is the gauge eld strength
F2 = @A* @A? g3 APA°: (11.1)
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(For a generic gauge group2*° should be replaced with the structure constant of that group.)
Under the action of gauge transformatiord = exp( ,T?), where T2 are generators of the
su(2) algebra,
[T%T7 =i *T°; (11.2)
A? transforms as
Al UA WY éU@wy: (11.3)

Therefore, out of 12 components oA? , nine are physical and three are gauge freedoms,
which may be removed by a suitable choice of gauge parametgr Since we are interested

in isotropic and homogeneous FRW cosmology, the temporal gauge
A% =0; (11.4)

appears to be a suitable gauge xing. This xes the gauge symmet({1.3), up to the global,
time independentSU(2) gauge transformations. This globaSU(2) is the key to restoring
the rotation symmetry in the presence of the background gaugeelds. We identify this
SU(2) with the three-dimensional rotations of the FRW background ad, since the physical
observables of the gauge elds are de ned up to gauge transfaations (or in other words,
only gauge-invariant combinations are physical observables) thetation symmetry may be
preserved. This latter is done by turning on a speci c gauge eld coguration in which
this identi cation can be made.

In order to see the above in a more technical language, considee thackground FRW
metric

ds? = dt?+ a%(t) j dx'dx ; (11.5)

wherei;j = 1;2;3 denote the indices along the spacelike three-dimensional hypefaoe
, Wwhose metric is chosen to bea? . By choosing the (comoving cosmic) time direction,
metric on is then de ned up to 3D foliation preserving di eomorphisms. If we denote the
metric on constant time hypersurfaces byg; , we can introduce a set of three vector elds,
f e (p)g, the triads, spanning the local Euclidian tangent spac& , to the at the given

point p. The triads satisfy the following orthonormality relations
g = eaiebj abs % = eaiebj q (11.6)

The triads are then de ned up to local 3D translations and rotatios, which act on the

\local indices"a; b In particular the triads which are related to each other by local rations
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a 2 SO(3)
! &= %pe; (I1.7)

at each point p, lead to the same metricg; . The elements of this localSO(3) may be
expressed in terms ofu(2) generatorsT? as =exp(  ,T?2). There are (in nitely) many

possibilities fore?, for the FRW metric (IL5), and one obvious choice is
e =alt) (11.8)

which identi es the space coordinate indicesj; k; , with the local frame indicesa; b; c;
We may now readily identify the remaining globaBU(2) gauge symmetry with the global
part of the 3D rotation symmetry (ILZ). This can be done throughthe following ansatz

AL= (e =alt) () F (11.9)

where under both of 3D di eomorphisms and gauge transformatign (t) acts as a genuine
scaler eld. Technically, the ansatz [(I[.9) identi es the combinationof the gauge elds for
which the rotation symmetry violation caused by turning on vector gauge) elds in the
background is compensated for (or undone by) the gauge traoshations, leaving us with
rotationally invariant background.

As a result of this identi cation the energy-momentum tensor prodced by the gauge

eld con guration (IL.9)/takes the form of a standard homogeneas, isotropic perfect uid
T =diag( ;P;P;P): (11.10)

To see this, consider a general gauge and Lorentz-invariant gaugld Lagrangian density
L =L(F?;g ). The corresponding energy-momentum tensor is given by

p__
2 ( gy _
g 9 F*
To compute T , we need to rst calculate the eld strength F2 for A2 in the temporal

T p F2 +g L: (1.11)

gaugeA?, = 0, and for the eld con guration of (IL9)t

Fa = _2 X
o (11.12)
— 2 .
FiG= 9°%;
where dot denotes derivative with respect to the comoving timeand for the ease of notation
we have introduced

a(t) (v: (11.13)
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(Note that , unlike , is not a scalar.) It is now straightforward to calculate energy deitg
and pressureP, in terms of and its time derivatives. Plugging [IL12) into (IL11) yields
@—red:

= Q@ —  Lrea:; (1.14)
_ @asl—red:).
P= = ga (11.15)

whereL (¢ IS the reduced Lagrangiandensity, which is obtained from calculatind-(F? ;g )
for eld strengths F2 given in (IL12) and FRW metric (IL5).

One can check thatl 4. is the true reduced Lagrangian for the reduced phase space of
the eld con gurations in the ansatz (I.9) (and in the temporal gauge). In order to do this,
one can show that the gauge eld equations of motion

Q _..
ar -0 (11.16)

whereD is the gauge covariant derivative(i) allow for a solution of the form [IL.9) and, (ii)
once evaluated on the ansat4 (I19) become equivalent to the ediom of motion obtained
from the reduced LagrangiarL ¢q.( - ;a(t))

d 3 @— red: @— red:
(a )
addt @ @
In technical terms, there exists a consistent truncation of theagige eld theory to the sector

=0: (11.17)

speci ed by the scalar eld (or ). In the next section we will study the cosmology of this

reduced Lagrangian, with a speci ¢ choice for the gauge eld thepraction.

Il. A SPECIFIC GAUGE-FLATION MODEL, ANALYTIC TREATMENT

In the previous section we showed how homogeneity and isotropyndae preserved in a
speci ¢ sector of any non-Abelian gauge eld theory. In this sectiowe couple the gauge
theory to gravity and search for gauge eld theories which can ledd a successful in ationary
background. The rst obvious choice is Yang-Mills action minimally couled to Einstein
gravity. This will not lead to an in ating system because, as a result foscaling invariance
of Yang-Mills action, one immediately obtainsP = =3 and 0, and in order to have
in ation we should have + 3P < 0. So, we need to consider modi cations to Yang-Mills.

As will become cIZear momentarily, one such appropriate choice involgifr 4 terms is

— R 1

s= P g 21Fa F, +@( F2 F2 )2 (111.1)



where we have set & MpI2 =1 and is the totally antisymmetric tensor. We
stress that this speci cF“ term is chosen only for in ationary model building purposes and,
since the contribution of this term to the energy-momentum tensdas the equation of state
P =, itis perfect for driving in ationary dynamics. The justi cation of t his term within
a more rigorous quantum gauge eld theory setting will be brie y disassed in section VII.
(To respect the weak energy condition for th&* term, we choose to be positive.)
The reduced (e ective) Lagrangian is obtained from evaluatind (I11) for the ansatz (I.9)
2 2 4
bred = g é ga4 T

): (111.2)

The energy density and pressureP are

3_2 924 924_2

P - .
2" a? at ab ) (11-3)
l _2 2 4 2 4_2

=§¥+g? 3 ga6 ): (11.4)

As we see and P have Yang-Mills parts and theF 4 parts, the terms. If we denote the

Yang-Mills contribution to by ,,, and the F* contribution by , i.e. ,
B 3 2 92 4 3 g 2 4_2
w = olgt T ) =5 (111.5)
then
=+ . p=1 ; (111.6)
~ Ywm ’ - 3 Ym . '

Field equations, the Friedmann equations and equation of motion, are then obtained as

1 2 g4 g2

2 _ )
H2= > ¥+ i + = ); (H1.7)
2 g4
H = ¥+ P : (111.8)
92 4 e _2 gz 3 gz 4 H - .
(1+ )3 +(1+ g) 3 +(1 3 ?)? =0: (111.9)

We start our analysis by exploring the possibility of slow-roll dynamicsTo this end it is

useful to introduce slow-roll paramete

H M
—; — (111.10)
H 2HH
1 We note that our de nition of slow-roll parameters ; for the standard single scalar in ationary theory
2 2
L=122 V()reducestol[2] = @ VVO ;o= MFﬁVTOO



where is the standard slow-roll parameter and is related to the time derivative of as

ZT_: (1.11)

Therefore, to have a sensible slow-roll dynamics one should demand 1. Using the
Friedmann equations [(IIL.7) and [IIL.8) and de nitions ([IL5) we have

= (111.12)

YM

That is, to have slow-roll the -term contribution  should dominate over the Yang-Mills

contributions or «v - As we will see, the time evolution will then increase

YM !

with respect to , and when , the slow-roll in ation ends. Noting that

YM

+3P =2( ,,, ), in ation (accelerated expansion phase) will end when,,, >

YM

For having slow-roll in ation, however, it is not enough to make sure 1. For the
latter, time-variations of and all the other physical dynamical variables of the problem,
like and the eld, must also remain small over a reasonably large period in time (to

result in enough number of e-folds). To measure this latter we deen

. (111.13)
in terms of which the equations[(IIL.7)-[IIL.9) take the form
=2 g29%1 )2 ) (111.14)
— 3
= @ ) gyt (I11.15)
Comparing (IIL11) and (IILI5) we learn that to have a successfislow-roll, _  H 2 and

, we should demand that 2. Explicitly, the equations of motion ([II.7), (IL.8) and
(I.9) admit the solution H

tOA(+ D), (111.16)
) By mz; (11.17)
- @ ég *D7 (111.18)
2 Our numerical analysis reveals that even if we start with =(H )  O(1), while 2 1, after a

short time it becomes very small and hence for almost all the in atiorary period we may con dently use

HEEE 2. See sectio 1V for a more detailed discussion.
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where' means equality to rst order in slow-roll parameter andH

92 2 ) 92 4 92
== ivalentl H-' = : 111.19
vE or equivalently 5 C+D) ( )
In the above is a positive parameter which is slowly varying during slow-roll in ation.
Recalling (IIL13) and that 2 (ILI9) implies that H 2 remains almost a constant
during the slow-roll in ation and hence [1]
+1 H?
- ; - — 111.20
i i +1 i H? ( )
where i; ; and H; are the values of these parameters at the beginning of in ation. As
discussed the (slow-roll) in ation ends when = 1, where
i+1 H? i
' ; — ' — .21
f i Hiz o+ 1 i ( )
Using the above and[(IIL.10) one can compute the number of e-feltil
H, +1,  ;+1
Ne = Hdt = aH In - . (111.22)
ti Hi H 2 i i

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

As pointed out, our gauge- ation model has two parameters, thgauge couplingg and

the coe cient of the F% term . The degrees of freedom in the scalar sector of the model
consists of the scalar eld and the scale factom(t) and hence our solutions are speci ed by
four initial values for these parameters and their time derivativesThese were parameterized
by Hi; i and ; and ; (or ). The Friedmann equations, however, provide some relations
between these parameters; assuming slow-roll dynamics thedatiens are (II1.16)-(IL.18).
As a result each in ationary trajectory may be speci ed by the vales of four parameters,
(9; ; i +). Inwhat follows we present the results of the numerical analysi$ the equations
of motion (IIL7), (IL8) and (I[L.9)] for three sets of values for ( i; +; g; ).

This behavior is of course expected, notind (Ill5) and that in the sxillatory regime

the dominant term is the that is, the system e ectively behaves as @° “ chaotic

YM?

in ation theory. And it is well-known that after the slow-roll phase (t) in the g? “ theory

3 Note that all the dimensionful parameters, i.e. H; and , are measured in units ofM s H; have

dimension of energy while has dimension of one-over-energy density.
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FIG. 1. The classical trajectory for ;=0:035 = 10 10, g=2:5 10 %, =1:733 10,
These values correspond to a slow-roll trajectory withH; = 3:4 10°% ; = 6:62 ; =
93 10 3, ; =8:4 10 5. These are the values very close to the range for which the gae- ation
is compatible with the current cosmological and CMB data (cf. discussions of sectioi_Ml). Note

that ; Hj and ; are given in the units of M.

oscillates as a Jacobi-cosine function whose amplitude drops ltké= B]. In other words,
the averaged value of and a(t) behave like a radiation dominated Universe (recall that for

a radiation dominated cosmology = H=H?=2).

| Discussion on diagrams in Fig.1 [
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The top left gure shows evolution of the e ective inaton eld as a function ofH;t.
As we see, there is a period of slow-roll, where remains almost constant and is almost
constant and very small. Toward the end of the slow-roll grows and becomes one (the
top right gure), (slow-roll) in ation ends and suddenly falls o and starts oscillating.
As we see from the top right gure, the slow-roll parameter has an upper limit which is
equal to 2. This is understandable recalling (II.12) and that is positive de nite. At
the end of slow-roll in ation , is negligible and the system is essentially governed by the

Yang-Mills part In addition, the top left gure shows that amplitude of the eld in

Ym
the oscillatory part is dropping liket 2. (The minima of is also t by a t'*2 curve.)

The bottom left gure shows the phase diagram of the e ective in @on trajectory. Note
that this diagram depicts =a (t) vs =a(t) (rather than —vs ). The rightmost vertical line
is where we have slow-roll, because= a(t) and during slow-roll is almost a constant.
The curled up part is when in ation has ended, and when the systemsaillates around a
radiation dominated phase. This latter may be seen in the gure notigpthat the amplitudes
of oscillations of both=a (t) and =a (t) drop byt 2. The bottom right gure shows number
of e-folds as a function of comoving time. As expected, the numbef e-folds reaches its

asymptotic value when ' 1.

One can readily check that the behavior of, , and the number of e-folds during slow-roll
in ationary period has a perfect matching with our analytic results é previous section. We
note that, as will be discussed in sectidn VI, the set of parameterk; ;; ;g corresponds to
an in ationary model close to the range of values compatible with theurrent cosmological
and CMB data.

| Discussions on diagrams in Figs. 2 ahd 3 [

Fig. [2 corresponds to a slow-roll trajectory which starts with a loer value of , but
almost the same value foH, compared to the case of Fid.l1. For this case we hence get
a larger number of e-folds. The qualitative shape of all four gures essentially the same
as those of Fig[dL, and both are compatible with our analytic slow-rotesults of previous
section. Our numeric analysis indicates that the behavior of the pba diagram for eld
and do not change dramatically when the orders of magnitude of the initigparameters

are within the range given in Figs[1l of12.

Fig. 3 shows a trajectory with a relatively large_. As we see after a single fast fallo the
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FIG. 2. The classical trajectory for ; =0:025 = 10 10, g=2:507 10 3, =1:3 10%,
These values correspond to aslow-roll trajectory with H; = 3:63 10 °% ; = 2:98 ; =
25 103 ;=1:1 10 % These gures show that it is possible to get arbitrarily large numbers

of e-folds within the slow-roll phase of our gauge- ation model.

eld falls into usual slow-roll tracks, similar to what we see in Figd.]1 ah[2. The oscillatory
behavior after the in ationary phase, too, is the same as those sfow-roll in ation. The
graph in the square in the bottom left gure shows, with a higher redution, the upper part

of the phase diagram which comes with under brace. This part cosfgonds to the dynamics
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of eld after in ation ends, and as expected has the same qualitativeofm as the phase
diagrams in the slow-roll trajectories of Figs. 1 and 2. Our numericnalysis shows that
getting a large enough number of e-folds and the generic after-ation behavior of the elds
is robust and does not crucially depend on the initial value of the elds ; or —, butitis
sensitive to the initial value of . More precisely, as long as remains small of order M1,
regardless of the value of we can get arbitrarily large number of e-foldings. The examples
of small and large values have been, respectively, given in Figs. 2 and 3.

It is also useful to work out the displacement of the eld during in ation. To this end,
letus startfrom —= H and use the value for given in (I111.17). Our numerical analysis
reveals that the dynamics of the system is such that even if we stavith —— of order 1 10,
but i2 i, after a short timeH;t 1, =(H ) becomes very small and hence in almost all
the in ationary period, except for the rst one or two e-folds, ' 2, Since variations

6( +1)
of in this period happens very fast, and after that it remains almost ze, during this

period does not change much. Numerical analysis also shows that thesguements are
generically true even if we start with a large value of, as in Fig. 3, provided that the other
parameters are such that we get large number of e-folds (aboNt 60 or larger). This
latter can be easily arranged for. This is again con rming the robusess of the classical
in ationary trajectories with respect to the choice of the initial canditions. Therefore, we

may con dently compute roaming of eld using the equation

—, ®H

S GH3
Integrating the above equation one can compute the displacemenftthe scalar eld during
in ation. If we denote the value of in the beginning and end of in ation, respectively, by

i and ; we obtain D

wl

21

: 2: (IV.1)

|

Alternatively one could have used (111.18)g? %1 )?=2 to compute the change in
. If we are in slow-roll regime where we can drop-term, then the ratio of ¢ (which is
computed for 1 = 1) to ; is obtained as § = % 5. And up to percent Ievel,IO 3=2 and
2 17 are equal, a con rmation of the validity of the slow-roll approximatims we have used.
Interestingly, at this level of approximation, the roaming of the eld is independent of the
initial value of the (or the initial value of Hubble) parameter and ; and  have the same

orders of magnitude.
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100,

o
FIG. 3. Classical trajectory for ;=8:0 10 2; 5= 10 % g=4:004 10 %; =4:73 109,
These values correspond to aon-slow-roll trajectory with 2,H;i=6:25 10 4; ;{=6:4 10 3.
We start far from the slow-roll regime for which 2 1. This latter is also seen from the phase
diagram (bottom left gure). Despite starting far from slow -roll regime, as we see from the top
left gure, after an abrupt oscillation the eld loses its momentum and falls into the standard
slow-roll trajectory. As shown in the bottom right gure, fo r this case we get a large number of
e-folds. Getting a large enough number of e-folds seems to laefairly robust result not depending

much on the initial value of
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V. COSMIC PERTURBATION THEORY IN GAUGE-FLATION

So far we have shown that our gauge- ation model can produce aily standard slow-
roll in ating Universe with enough number of e-folds. The main test bany in ationary
model, however, appears in the imprints in ation has left on the CMB dta, i.e. , the
power spectrum of curvature perturbations and primordial graty waves, and the spectral
tilt of these spectra. To this end, we should go beyond the homogmus k-independent)
background elds and consider uctuations around the backgraud. This is what we will

carry out in this section.

A. Gauge-invariant metric and gauge eld perturbations

Although not turned on in the background, all of the components fometric and the
gauge eld in all gauge and spacetime directions will have quantum tgations and should
be considered. The metric perturbations may be parameterized ihd standard form [2, 3]

d? = (1+2A)dt?+2a(@ S)dxdt VD)
+a2 (1 2C); +2@E+2@W,, + h; dxidx ; '
where @denotes partial derivative respect tox' and A; B; C and E are scalar perturbations,
Si; W, parameterize vector perturbations (these are divergence<r¢hree-vectors) andh; ,
which is symmetric, traceless and divergence-free, is the tensooae. The 12 components

of the gauge eld uctuations may be parameterized as
Ad = @Y+ lu; (V.2)
A% = Q+ *@M+g *@P+ L@+ w+ Ity (V.3)

where, as discussed in section Il, we have identi ed the gauge indicgith the local Lorentz
indices and the expansion is done around the background A§ = O temporal gauge. In
the above, as has been made explicit, there are four scalar peltations, Q; Y; M and P,
three divergence-free three-vectons; v; and w;, and a symmetric traceless divergence-free
tensort;, addingup to 4+3 2+2=12. Q is the perturbation of the background eld

, which is the only scalar in the perturbed gauge eld without spacial erivative. We are
hence dealing with a situation similar to the multi eld in ationary theories where we have

adiabatic and isocurvature perturbations. If the analogy heldQQ would have then be like
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the adiabatic mode. However, as we will see this is not true and thergature perturbations
are dominated by other scalars and no. As another peculiar and speci c feature of the
gauge- ation cosmic perturbation theory, not shared by any otér scalar-driven in ationary
model, we note that the gauge eld uctuations contain a tensor mde t;; .

Because of the presence of gauge symmetries not all 10 + 12 meplics gauge eld per-
turbations are physical. Altogether there are four di eomorphisma and three local gauge
symmetries, hence we have 15 physical degrees of freedom. The tli eomorphisms re-
move two scalars and a divergence-free vector [2], and the thremuge transformations one
scalar and one divergence-free vector. Therefore, we have physical scalar perturba-
tions, three physical divergence-freeector, and two physical tensor perturbations. (These
amountto5 1+3 2+2 2 =15 physical degrees of freedom.) The gauge degrees
of freedom may be removed by gauge- xing (working in a speci c gge) or working with
gauge-invariant combinations of the perturbations. In what follow we work out the gauge-

and di eomorphism-invariant combinations of these modes.

1. Scalar modes

Let us rst focus on the scalar perturbationsA, B, C, E, Q, ¥, M and P. Under

in nitesimal scalar coordinate transformations

t! rt=t+ t;
o (V.4)
X' ¥ =x"+ "@x;
where t determines the time slicing andx the spatial threading, the scalar uctuations of

the gauge eld and metric transform as

Q! Q i, Y! Y X,
M! M X P ! P;
(V.5)
Al A L C! C+Ht;
B! B+% ax; E! E X:

On the other hand under an in nitesimal gauge transformation 2, uctuations of the
gauge eld transform as

1
A& 1 A® 6@ a a PAC (V.6)
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The gauge parameters @ can be decomposed into a scalar and a divergence-free vector:
= Y@+ Py (V.7)

The scalar part of the gauge eld perturbations under the actionfathe scalar gauge trans-

formation transform as

Q! Q: Yl Y é;

. ] (V.8)
MI M =: Pl P+=;
g g

We note that Q is gauge-invariant and this is a result of identifying the gauge indicesitw
the local Lorentz indices and thatQ is a scalar.
Equipped with the above, one may construct ve independent gaeginvariant combina-

tions. One such choice i

= C+ a’H(E %); (V.9)
_ d B, .
= A pr a’(E- E) ; (V.10)
Q=Q+ q_C; (V.11)
92 3
M = ?(M +P E); (V.12)
M= (M E Y): (V.13)

The rsttwo, and are the standard Bardeen potentials, while Q, M and M are the three
gauge and di eomorphism-invariant combinations coming from the gme eld uctuations.

Finally, for the later use we also present the rst-order perturbions of the gauge eld
strength sourced by the scalar perturbations

Fo= fQ+ @M YY) g%@(Py+ Y); (V.14)
F3=27@Q+ g *P)+2g *@P+M) 29%Q: (V.15)
Note that F 2 are not gauge-invariant, as under gauge transformations® ! F?2

a bpc
be F©.

4 These choices are not unique and one can construct other gaugevariant combinations too.
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2. Vector modes

Next, we consider the vector modeS;, W,, u;, vi and w;. Under in nitesimal \vector"
coordinate transformations
X' =X+ x (V.16)

where @x Y =0,

(V.17)
u! Xy Vil v Xy wW!low
On the other hand under the vector part of in nitesimal gauge trasformation (V.6),
1 1 i
ui b gV’ Vil oy g Vv’ wilowi+ oy (V.18)

and obviouslyS;; W; remain invariant.
The three gauge- and di eomorphism-invariant divergence-freesgtor perturbations may

be identi ed as

Zi=aW, + S§; (V.19)
U=u W+ évﬂ; (V.20)
Vi=vy W, + éWi : (V21)

The contribution of vector perturbations to the rst-order gauge eld strength perturba-
tions are
Fo=41@y u)+ % (w+guj);

F3 =2 3% “@(wc+ gvi)+2g 2pw:

(V.22)

3. Tensor modes

One can show that the tensor perturbationdy; and t; , being symmetric, traceless and
divergence-free, are both gauge- and di eomorphism-invariantThe contribution of t; to

the rst order perturbed F? corresponding tot; is

F&= 9t ;
FOi =2 ak@t”k Zg ak[jti]k:

(V.23)

20



B. Field equations

Having worked out the gauge invariant combinations of the eld pertrbations, we are now
ready to study their dynamics. These rst order perturbations & governed by perturbed

Einstein and gauge eld equations

_ . Q@ _..
G =T ; D ar, =0; (V.24)

where by in the above we mean rst order in eld perturbations. Note that the zero
element of the gauge eld equation (the equation of motion A43) is a constraint enforcing

the gauge invariance of the action and hence independent of the Bigin equation.

Since we are dealing with an isotropic perfect uid in the backgrounds it is customary

in standard cosmology text books [2], it is useful to decompose egyimomentum pertur-

bations as
Ty =Pogj+& P+@ *+@+@\+ | ; (V.25a)
Tio=Pogio (Po+ o)(@u + u}); (V.25Db)
Too = 0900t (V.25¢c)
where subscript, \0" denotes a background quantity and 5, Y , J represent the

anisotropic inertia and characterize departures from the perfeauid form of the energy-

momentum tensor; ' and | and the vorticity u} satisfy

@u'=@'=0; [=0; @j-=0: (v.26)

Since being a perfect uid or having irrotational ows are physical poperties, their corre-

sponding conditions are gauge-invariant.

1. Scalar modes

As is usually done in cosmic perturbation theory, it is useful to write own the equations

of motion in a gauge-invariant form. In order this we note thatT  has four gauge-invariant
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scalar parts 4, Pg, qg,

9= oa’(E- %); (V.27)
Py= P Red(E %); (V.28)
dg= q+( o+ Po)a(E- %); (V.29)

and °[2], whereq =( o+ Po) u.

After lengthy calculations (con rmed by Maple codes too), we obtain

a S=2(M M); (V.30)
92 3 —Q _
= 2(M+3H M HM =—M+—-(= —)) ; V.31
dg ( a2 a(a aH ) (V.31)
92 4 _ _ _2 92 3 g2 4 _2
o =3 T )@@ ey )l e M)y
gz 4 gz 4 k2 2 k2 .
+3 S (L )M 21+ )M, (V.32)
92 4 _ _ _2 92 3 92 4 _2
Pe=(1 3—4)¥(Q ﬁ)_+2(1 3? & a 1 ?)g
2 2 4 2 4 2 2 2
2 g 1 g k 1 <.k
4= +372 = M2 —)=M: V.33
( a2 at (3 at 'a? (3 a?’a? ( )

We are now ready to write down the four independent perturbed atar Einstein equations,

three of which are constraints and one is dynamical:

a? S= : (V.34)

qg+2(+ H)=0 ; (v.35)
k2

s SH qg+2¥ =0 ; (V.36)

Pg+ gg+3Hag+( o+ Po) =0 : (V.37)

Although it is not independent of the Einstein equations, here for l&r convenience we also
write the equation of energy conservation

2 2 2

k k k
¢ 3H g+3H?%q, 6H¥+ Hg( )+ 2 g(j H)=0: (v.38)

The above perturbed scalar Einstein equations do not su ce to déavith ve gauge-invariant
scalar degrees of freedom and one equation is missing. This last ¢iguais, of course,

provided by the perturbed gauge eld equations of motion (consaint equation D @%0 =
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0). After using (V.36), this equation reads as
g *, 1K
2 at 6a?

These relations ((V.34)-(V.39)) provide enough number of equatis for the gauge-

H29+ H(+ H) (+)=0 (V.39)

invariant scalar perturbations to which we return in the next subsetion.

2. Vector modes

To study the vector perturbations, we rst work out vector parts of the perturbed energy-

momentum tensor, g¥ and , using (V.22)58

v g ° g°? g -
qi = 2? Ui + az| + ? r (V_ U) i ? r V i , (V40)
gz 3 _
a = ?vi + gl(Ui L) : (V.41)

The perturbed Einstein equations have two vector equations, oreonstraint and one dy-

namical equation. These equations are
1
@ 2a° ) 5(aZZ,-)- =0; (V.42)
2aq’ +r?zZ,=0: (V.43)

In order to fully determine the system, we need one more equatigomovided by the gauge
eld equation (D @%% = 0). This constraint enforces that the momentum conjugate tay;

is vanishing and yields to

29 U+ -zy+ S F wr-2) L V) —rdU V) =0: (V.4d)
a2 a a2 a’ ' a a2
Using (V.43), the above equations leads to the following simple equatio
g? 2 1 o 4.
o3 ~ (O+ 52) : gr (U %)+ Z_ar Zi=0; (V.45)

which completes the set of equations we need for solving vector tpebations. Combining
(V.42)-(V.43) and (V.45), we learn that Z is damping exponentially during the in ation.
Then, equations (V.40) and (V.42) indicate thatZ; vanishes after horizon crossing.

5 The constraint (V.39) is equal to the equation of motion of M from the second order action for the scalar

perturbations (A.1)
6 Note that at rst order in perturbation theory only the vector pe rturbations contribute to the vector part

of energy-momentum tensor perturbations.
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To summarize, similar to the usual scalar-driven in ationary modelsin gauge- ation the
vector modes are diluted away by the (exponential) accelerated gansion of the Universe
during in ation. In other words, despite of having vector gauge #&ls as in aton, in our

model vector modes are unimportant in in ationary cosmology.

3. Tensor modes

As discussed, there are two gauge- and di eomorphism-invarianemsor moded; and
tj , while perturbed Einstein equations only lead to one equation fdr; . This equation,

which is sourced by the contribution oftj to the energy-momentum tensor, reads as

2

k
hy +3Hby + —5hy =2 i (V.46)

The other equation of motion is provided with the perturbed gaugeeld equations of motion.
After a tedious but straightforward calculation, which is also con med by the Maple codes,

we obtain the following second-order action for the tensor modes

Z

2, 1 1 _2 92 4 92 3t k2
s® 5 dBxdtad 5% ?)hﬁ +( 2at” +22 0 Sy + (h% ghﬁ
1 ) k2 ) g 2 2 2 )
2z G i gl * (V.47)

g ? g K 1 ® i
+ ) 2= tkl@]l+—J (tu@ny + hy@;) -

a3 a

Note that in the above we have already used the slow-roll approxii@n ( - H ). From
the above second order action one can readily comput;}:
2 92 4

T = (= ?)hij +2(

2 3
! a2 % ”) —kl(i@tj)l : (V.48)

a ad a*

Being traceless and divergence-frdg and h; each has 2 degrees of freedom which are
usually decomposed into plus and cross (+ and) polarization states with the polarization
tensorse;’  (r ze,}; = kzeg; ). However, we have parity-violating interaction terms in

the action and | which (—:«IJ are not their eigne values. One may then use the right-handed

j
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and left-handed circular polarizations and introducén,, variables instead

0 1
h, + h ith, h) O
1
hy = 5B i(he h) (h,+h) O (V.49)
0 0 0

where working with Fourier modes, we chos€ = (0;0; k) and imposed the transversality
condition. In a similar way, one can parameterizt and J in terms of right and left circular

polarizationsT,, and ! . Note that, we de ned T, as the right/ left polarization of the

R;
tii
tensor -
In terms of h,, and T,, and conformal time (dt= ad ), eld equation (V.46) reads

as

h® + k2 (2 )H?h,, ' 2% T ; (V.50)

RiL RiL RL ’

where

2T ' 2 (HT + H?T,  kHP

T, )+H? %1 Hh (V.51)

RiL !

where prime denotes derivative with respect to the conformal timend H = a. Moreover,

using the second order action, we have the eld equation 8f, as

TRO;E)+ k2+(2(1+ )+ )H2 ZKHEEE— TR;L I th;L+H2(1+ )hR;L p—thR;L :

(V.52)

To analyze the tensor mode$,, and T,, and the action (V.47), it proves useful to

decomposel,, into h,, and a new variablew,,

T.. =Ah_ +w, ; (V.53)

R;L RiL RiL

whereA is a constant (to be determined). In terms ofv,, the equations of motion forh_,
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and T, read as
Z00

h® (k2 Dih, 't 4 (CHWS, KD THw, ¢ HAw,)
+4A 2 HR? +H?h, KHP . ); (v54)
00
W0+ (KE % aHEE2 Dy o wne open, kn 2EEZ)
+(1 2A)2+ )H%h,, (V.55)
where

ZOO

— = HZ2 2 +2( 1) A 1) ; (V.56)

#OO

el 2H2( +1): (V.57)

The above equations imply thath,, and w,, have both oscillatory behaviore in the

asymptotic pastk ! 1 region. However, sincet°%# is negative whilez°¢z is positive,

. . . L ohy
they behave dierently in superhorizonk ! 0 limit; 2~ freezes out and-®

L
a a

decays.
Therefore, in this limit the leading contribution to the right hand side d equation of motion

for w,,, , which is of order k ) 3, should vanish. That is,
( 2+ %)(2 + )H?h' 0; (V.58)

which implies A = % This choice forA has an interesting and natural geometric meaning,
recalling the form of our ansatz for the background gauge eldA% = e?&, where is
a scalar (e ective inaton eld) and € are the 3D triads, and that the triads are \square
roots\ of metric. Perturbing the ansatz and considering only the mtric tensor perturbations
h;; , we have

ed = %hi,- A (V.59)
Then, recalling (V.3) and the de nition of t;; , this implies that A = % naturally removes the
part of the gauge eld tensor perturbations which is coming from téa perturbation in the

metric, and hence the \genuine" gauge eld tensor perturbation iparameterized byw.

C. Primordial power spectra and the spectral indices

In the previous part, we provided the complete set of equations wh govern the dynamics

of scalar, vector and tensor modes. In this subsection we set absolving these equations,
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guantize their solutions, and compute the power spectra.

1. Scalar modes

In order to determine the power spectrum of the scalar perturlti@ns we have to deal
with four constraint (V.34), (V.35), (V.36), (V.39) and one dynami@l equation (V.37).
In contrast to the case of scalar eld in ationary models which one fothe constraints (a
combination of P and q equations) reduces to the equation of motion of the background
eld, in our case both of them remain independent and should be cadsered. In Appendix
C we provide more details about this issue.

From the combination of (V.35)-(V.37) and (V.30), we obtain

. ¢4 K Q- ¢®*Q 2
+ H_o 2=— + —(2M 2—(= — 4=—=+2— =0 : (V.
a* a2( ) a(a Ha; as a a2 0 :(v.60)
Furthermore, one can write (V.36) as
2 4 2 2 2 4 2 2 4
2 39 %, 2 g=yQ 1K + 9 + )+ K + 9
(6H? 35 )=+ (12H? 6)= S(1+ o )(+)+  SB+ =)
k2 g2 4 2 g2 4 Q@ 4 2 4
2 (3 + +2_" M + + —+3 = =0 : V.61
a2 (3 a4 a2) 3 a4 3 a4 H 3 a4 O ( 6 )
Also using (V.30), we can omit™ in (V.35) and obtain
2 —Q
=+ + — + + - —_=' 0 .
H(1 2) M+H((1+ )M (2 2 H aa 0 (V.62)

Equations (V.39), (V.60), (V.61) and (V.62) make a complete set ofgeations for determin-
ing Q;M; and . Moreover, using (V.34), one can then determine M in terms of the rest
of variables.

In order to derive the closed form di erential equations governinghe dynamics of our
dynamical variable Q, we rst write equations in the two asymptotic limits of asymptotic
past (g H) and superhorizon scalesg( H) and then combining them together. Note

that, we will rewrite the equations in conformal time ( = %dt).

| Asymptotic past limit (k 1):

In this limit , constraint equations (V.39) and (V.62) take the followingforms respectively
k?(+)=0 and MO O+ E_on; (V.63)
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here prime denotes a derivative respect to conformal time. Frorhé above equation we nd
out that the non-zero scalar anisotropic inertiaa® S is not zero, but given as

= 2: (V.64)
We note that regardless of the details, for all the scalar in ationar models in the context

of GR the anisotropic stressa?> S is identically zero. Thus, the non-zero anisotropic inertia
in our system is directly related to the existence of gauge elds in theet up.

Using the constraints in (V.38) and (V.60), we then can omit andM in terms of Q and

which leads to the following set of coupled equations for andQ respectively
_ +2 _ 2

_ 0+ 2 =~ + = 0 —-n- .
aQO K* 5—30+ 3 0; (V.65)
(25_Q+ 9004 2 25_Q+ °=0: (V.66)
These equations imply that in the asymptotic past limit, we haveQ/ k. As we see, the

rst equation has a complicated form, however the second one is §ily a wave equation for
2-Q+ ? with a sound speed equal to one. Multiplying the former by a factorfq + 1)

and subtracting the result from the latter, we obtain the following vave equation for the
variable ( 1);Q °

(DI (5K ( DR =

=0; (V.67)
with a sound speed square equal to§@). In other words, in this limit’
One can decompos® asQ= Q, + Q, whereQ,., satisfy
QA+ kK’ =0; Q™ 3 2120, = 0: (V.68)
Then, we can decompose as = 1+ , such that
P+ k2 1=0; 90+ __ % »=0: (V.69)
Besides that, we also have the following two constraints
9=( DH Q; 0= 2H Q; (V.70)

which in the asymptotic past limit, couple and Q elds.

"Dening X1 =25Q+ % and Xz=( 1)7Q 9 we can diagonalize the set of equations (V.65)-(V.66)
into two wave equations for for X ; and X, with sound speedsc? = 1 and ¢ = ( 3—2) respectively.
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| The superhorizon limit k ! 0)
We now turn to the question of large scale superhorizon behaviortbe system ink ! 0.

In the superhorizon limit, (V.39) and (V.61) take the following forms espectively

2 4
Q,  (+ ) %§4H2 =0 (V.72)
9+é( )+ Do (V.72)

Combining of the above equations and using the slow-roll backgradimelation (111.17), we

obtain

2 and ; (V.73)

Fe)

which indicates that at the superhorizon limit, the scalar anisotropistressa? S is non-
vanishing and is given by

a? S ; (V.74)

From (V.64), we found that gauge- ation has a non-zer@® S at the asymptotic past limit.
Now, the above relation indicates that this quantity has a non-zergalue also at the super-
horizon which makes it an observable quantity. This is a unique and sge feature of the
non-Abelain gauge eld in ation, not shared by any scalar-driven inationary model.

Use of the above result in (V.60), we have the following equation for
0 2( YH?2 ' O (V.75)
while (V.38) leads to the following equation foiQ
QY H2(2+8 +6( NQ' O (V.76)

As we see, in this limit, we have only one equation for both @, and Q, similarly both
of ;and , are described by the same equation. Besides, similar to all the otleatiabatic
perturbations, the Bardeen potentials and are both constant on super-Hubble scales
(k 1).

Up to now we worked out the eld equations ofQ and in asymptotic past and the
superhorizon limits. In the following we combine them and read the cled form di erential

equations corresponding to each eld and study the system.
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Upon using (V.69), (V.75), = 1+ , is governed by the following two dynamical

equations
00
Oy k2 — 'O (V.77)

o, %2 X g (V.78)
2 3 2 ) .

which their solutions subject to the following constraint equation
" ( 1DHQqu at §' 2HQ (V.79)

in the asymptotic past limit. Here X =2H 2( ), which can be written as

00

2 1
R 4
2

; where Rr' %+2( ): (v.80)

Note that in determining the above relation, we used the slow-roll ggpoximation

1 .
1 H
The general solutions to (V.77) and (V.78) for 1., can be expressed as a linear combi-
nation of HankelH® and H®, and modi ed Bessel functiond andK . Recalling (V.80),

this leads to the following solutions for

pf
Dy I . o
1(k; ) ok blH(i)(kJ + blH(i)(kJ 0 (v.81)
and
8 P q_— q_—
o K L ( Bk D+ ol (0 Bk ) 2<0
G R R A R (v.82)
© o ibH Y LAk D+ BHO (LK ) 2> 0;

In (V.82), the coe cients are chosen in such a way that for both cses , satises (V.79)

with the same value.

| Classical solutions for Q.

The second order action computation is indeed very tedious, lengtland cumbersome,
but that is necessary for quantization of the perturbations. Thigs because for performing
the canonical quantization of the modes, besides the equationsmebtion we need to have
the canonical (conjugate) momentum too. In the Appendix A we he presented the explicit

form of the second-order action, after imposing the gauge- xingonditions (E = B = 0).
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Appearance of negative2 modes may cause a concern about a possibility of ghost insta-
bility in our system. Theoretically we do not expect nding ghosts in outheory becausej)
we are dealing with a gauge-invariant action and we respect this gaugymmetry. (To be
more precise, it is spontaneously broken by the choice of classicahiionary background.
However, as is well-established, spontaneous gauge symmetryakieg does not lead to a
break-down of Slavnov-Taylor identity which re ects the gauge symetry and its conse-
guences about renormalizability and unitarity.)ii) Although we are dealing with a \higher
derivative" action (I11.1), the higher derivative term has a speciafform: it does not involve
more than time-derivative squared terms. (This fact is also explicithgeen in (111.9) in that
the equation of motion does not involve more than second time derivatiye As such
we expect not to see ghosts usually present in the higher derivatitleeories. Besides the
above arguments, to make sure about the absence of ghosts,hage explicitly computed
the second-order action. The expression for the second-ordetion, after implementing the
constraints, explicitly shows that neitherQ nor M has negative kinetic terms and hence there
is no ghost instability in our system. The explicit expression for the send-order action is
presented in Appendix A and here we only present the simpli ed resulh the asymptotic
past limit.

After combining (V.68) and (V.76), the Q equations of motion in the slow-roll approxi-

mation take the form

ZOO

Q% kK Q'O (V.83)
QP ——EH 2o, 0; V.84
2 + 3 z QZ ! ( * )
where the e ective mass term is given as

ZOO
—'(2+8 +6(  )H™

Moreover, the solutions subject to the following algebraic consirda at superhorizon scales
(V.73)

Q+Q=0() at kK 1: (v.85)
On the other hand, up to the leading orders in slow-roll{ * (1+ )= ), we can write 2700
as
2% 2 3
~ = 5 where o' 5 +2(3 ): (v.86)
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The general solution to the equation (V.83) is a linear combination of &hkel functions
p EEEE—

1 J i (1+ = PR ..
Quk; )" —5 =€ T qH QK )+ aH QK ) : (V.87)

On the other hand, the general solution of (V.84) is
g pﬁ 12 j T2
+»= K ( ki D+l o( 5K J); 2<0
Q). Py o a 00— (v.88)
o iHG (K D eH (0 57K ) 2> 0;
which as we see in case that 2 < 0, it is expressed as a linear combination of modi ed
Bessel functions, otherwise it is expressed in terms of Hankel éions. Note that in (V.88),

the coe cients are chosen such that in both case€), has the same superhorizon value.

| Quantization of Q modes.

As in the standard text book material in cosmic perturbation theoy, the coe cients
b;B;qg andb may be xed using the canonical normalization of the modes in the Mimkvski,
deep subhorizork ! 1 regime. As discussed, in this limiQ,, which has an oscillatory
behavior, is the only quantum eld. We should stress that, of couesnot all coe cients
are xed by the quantization normalization condition. To x them, as we will do so below,
we should impose the constraints (V.79) and (V.85) in both superhaon and asymptotic
past regimes. Note also that ful lling these constraints is equivalento maintaining the
di eomorphism and remainder of the gauge symmetry of the systemuctuations both at
classical and quantum levels must respect them.

From the second-order action given in Appendix A, after using theoastraints and some
lengthy straightforward algebra, we determine the form of the zhorder action at the
asymptotic past limit

Z " #

s ddx ae @ ke d@ L2 ey

Now we can read the canonically normalized eld value which is given as

Qom = P 2(1+ )Qu: (V.90)

Imposing the usual Minkowski vacuum state fo)

norm

eik.

1
Qnorm

N 'T
| =
~

3



xes the q, &p and @ coe cients

1
= p—; h=t=0: (v.91)
2( +1)
It is useful to remind that the H (l)(z) and K (z) functions have the following asymptotic

forms in the limit of z 1:
r r_

HY(z)" Zie T@Md K (z)

|
(¢}

Moreover, their asymptotic forms in the limit ofz 1 is as follows:

H (1)(2) ' I_

NI =

() . K@ 50)

NI N
NI N

From (V.85) and after using the asymptotic forms oH (l)(z) and K (z)inthe z 1 limit,
one can ready, as
Cod g i i 2t

I —— = pm 3 : (V.92)

Obtaining o> and e.,, now we turn to determine the Bardeen potential .

Putting (V.91) and (V.92) into (V.79) and after using the asymptotic form of Bessel

functions inthek ! 1 , we haveb, = B, =0, while
. (1 L2 j gk
p———H; and p H: V.93
o 2( +1) . "2+ ) 3 (v.93)

Now we are ready to determine the superhorizon value of the Bagtepotential . Having
the coe cients above and using the background slow-roll relation' (1+ ) 2, we obtain
P K

= 4+ 5 2k3:2H N I (V.94)

Nl

In the asymptotic past limit , is a mode which can have negative for < 2. Nonetheless,
our analysis above shows explicitly that this does not render our garbation theory analysis
unstable, because what is physical is the total after imposing the constraint equations
on the superhorizonscales. In other words, , mode in the asymptotic past is xed by the

constraints on the dynamical equations and not an independent rde.

| The curvature power spectrum.
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Having xed all the coe cients, we are now ready to compute the pwer spectrum of
metric and curvature perturbations. The power spectrum for tB metric perturbations is
given by [2] ,

4k
TBERE (V.95)
which on large superhorizon scalek( aH) is

P ' - — ; V.96
and remains constant during slow-roll period. The power spectruf the comoving curva-
ture perturbation R, R' —, is hence

1 H ?
PRI 8— - Jk:aH , (V97)

and becomes constant on super-Hubble scales. Note that thelacgower spectrum in our
model is exactly equal to the power spectrum of the comoving cature perturbation in the
standard single scalar eld model.
The spectral index of the curvature perturbationsng 1=3 2 g, to the leading order
in the slow-roll parameters is
ng 1" 2( ); (V.98)

We note that the spectral tilt (V.98) is always negative in our model.
In addition to the power spectrum of the scalar and its spectral tilt our model has a

non-zero scalar anisotropic stress value with the following poweresgrum
25 g — : (V.99)

which becomes constant on super-Hubble scales. Thus, as onehefgspeci c features of the
non-Abelian gauge eld in ation, power spectrum of scalar anisotioic stress is non-zero.
This is in contrast with all scalar-driven in ationary models in the geneal relativity, for

which @ S is identically zero.

2. Tensor modes

- - - — 1 - -
In the previous section we found that upon settingA = 3 in (V.53) eld equations of

h., andw,, decouple at the superhorizon scales. Then, the equationigf elds read as
he + k¥ (2 )H?h, ' 28 ; (V.100)
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where

P %h .) Hh® +HZh_ ) (V.101)

The above equations imply that in the superhorizon limit, we havé,, / a. On the other

a1 ' ( 2Hw? +2 HPw,  2kH

R;L _(WR:L +

hand, eld equations ofw,, leads to

WO+ ks 20+ )+ M2 2aHEEE) w W e W) kYein,
(V.102)

which implies that while w,, behaves like a plane-wave at subhorizon scales, it is exponen-
tially damped like w,, / a (+ ) at superhorizon scalesh(, / a). Although a damping
mode at superhorizon scalesy, has an interesting behavior just before the horizon crossing.
In fact, the parity violating terms in the eld equation of w, leads to tachyonic growth of
wr around the horizon crossing. To see this, let us negldtf, terms in the RHS of (V.102)

to nd the following wave equation forw,,
@w,, + 2 (5 Iw, 'O (V.103)
here ~= k and g;L (= )is given as

(5 )= 1+ 2(1; ) 2(1p+_2~)

(V.104)

Note that while f is always positive, § becomes negative in an interval 2 (~; ). Fig.
4 presents »vs. and ~ is almost one. The short interval of negative i leads to the
tachyonic growth ofw, (Fig. 5).8

From (V.100), we learn that the anisotropic inertia ;L is the source term forh_., , which

RL 0
vanishes at superhorizon scale& (! 0). Nonetheless, due to the tachyonic growth ofig
just before the horizon-crossing,RT has the behavior of an impulse function in that region
(see Fig. 5), inducing the growth inh, and enhancing its superhorizon value. On the other
hand, LT is small at the horizon crossing and has negligible e ect on the superizon value
of h, .

Considering the standard Minkowski (Bunch-Davis) vacuum norniaation for the canon-

ically normalized elds (cf. (V.47)), leads to

e ik e ik
hey ! qe? and w,, ! Epf; k 11 (V.105)

8 We had missed this behaviour in the earlier version of this work. A similarfeature was pointed out in the

context of chromo-natural in ation model in [22].
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FIG. 4. hr undergoes a tachyonic growth phase inzf ) k 1 (cf. (V.103) and (V.104)). In

this gure, we have depicted » vs. . The minimum is ~=5 whichisat ' 0.6.

The power spectra for the Left and Right gravitational wave modeare obtained as

H 2 H 2
Pr.' P, — and Pr ' P & .

R R k=aH

(V.106)

where P; P_ are functions of the parameters; and the power spectrum of the tensor

modes is given as
2

PT:PTR+PTL:(PR+PL) k=aH:

In the left panel of Fig. 6, we presented, + P, vs. and in the right panel of this gure,

we have the parity violating ratio g:,jt vs. . Studying the system numerically, we nd
that P, is a function very close to one (ranging from:@ at low to 1:25 at = 10) while
P, varies signi cantly in this range of .

Moreover, the spectral index of tensor perturbations)t is given by
ne' o 2 (V.107)

which is equal to its corresponding quantity in the standard scalar iationary models.
Note that due its exponential suppression on the superhorizonases, thew,, mode does

not contribute to the tensor power spectrum. For our model tesor-to-scalar ratior is

r=8(P, +P.) (V.108)
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FIG. 5. This gure presents the tensor modes solution for =5 10 2, =10and Hy =10 6. In
the top-left panel, we have the tensor eld values;—,'f| and :—,'j versus k , whereRe and Im denote

read and imaginary parts of the corresponding quantity. Thesmall box presented the superhorizon
T

behavior of the elds. The top-right panel shows _£5. In the bottom panels we presented the
left-handed polarizations.
which can be written asr = 4(P, + P_)ny. That is, our model respects a modi ed version

of the Lyth consistency relation [18].
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FIG. 6. In the left panel we have depicted P, + P_. In the standard scalar-driven in ationary

modelsP, = P_ = 1. The right panel the parity violating factor §R+§L versus for =10 2
R L
and =0:12 is shown. The power spectra have been calculated & = 0:01, long enough after

modes have crossed the horizon and behave quite classicalks we see in the right panel, for very

small and very large valuesP, P, .

VI. FITTING GAUGE-FLATION RESULTS WITH THE COSMIC DATA

We are now ready to confront our model with the observational da. As discussed our
model allows for slow-roll in ation for a speci ¢ range of its paramedrs and for comparison
with the observational data we use the results obtained in the slomll regime. First, we
note that in order for in ation to solve the atness and horizon prdlems it should have
lasted for a minimum number of e-foldfN,. This amount of course depends on the scale
of in ation and somewhat on the details of physics after in ation end [2]. However, for a
large in ationary scale, likeH 10 * 10 °My, it is usually demanded thatNe' 60. As

a standard benchmark we us&l. 50.

As for the CMB data, current observations provide values for pasy spectrum of curvature
perturbations Pr and its spectral tilt ng and impose an upper bound on the power spectrum
of tensor moded, or equivalently an upper bound on tensor-to-scalar ratio. These values

vary (mildly) depending on the details of how the data analysis has beearried out. Here we

38



use the best estimation of Komatsu et al. [17] which is based on WMAPyears, combined

with other cosmological data. These values are

Pr' 25 10°9; (Vl.1a)
ng =0:968 0:012; (V1.1b)
r< 0:24: (Vl.1c)

Our model has two parameterg and , and our results for physical observable depend
also on others parameters which are basically related to the initial kees of the elds we
have in our model. Out of these parameters we choole the value of Hubble, and , the
value of the e ective in aton eld at the beginning of, or during, slow-roll in ation. The
values of other parameters,, and (initial velocity of the  eld (111.13)), are related to
these two through (111.16)-(111.19). For convenience let us remlect our results:
+1 +1

Ne= ——In : (V1.2)
L} r .
L GV R 9 V19
= T og(P + P ; (V1.4)
Pr
1 H ¢
BT M, BZ( D) V13)

Moreover, from the combination of (V.98) and (VI.2), one can reads in terms of Ng

and as below
+1

ne' 1 —In
s 1 oInC

Since, In(—1) is a quantity between zero and one, in gauge- ation model speatn cannot

): (VI.6)

be very red. In Fig. 7, we presentedN. vs. ng which indicates that forN, 50 leads to
n®  0:98: (VI.7)

Similarly, as depicted in the left panel of Fig. 8, we see that our modetedicts a minimum
value forr
0:02 r 0:28; (VI1.8)

which is a very speci ¢ prediction of our model and gauge- ation maye falsi ed by the

upcoming Planck satellite results. In the allowed region, we have
" (0:01 O1)My: (VL.9)
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FIG. 7. The shaded region exhibits the region which leads tdNe > 50. As we see this may happen
for any value of parameter. This also shows that our spectral tilt is always n 0098 ng< 1

range. Moreover, our model allows for arbitrary largeNe.

The max and min possible values of respectively correspondto ( =0:01;, =5;P,+P, =
6:3) and ( =0:0L, =8;P, + P_ =77). In the right panel of Fig. 8, we have the allowed

region in terms of and which indicates that
=(10 * 2 10%; =(:1 8): (V1.10)

Having the above results and after using the COBE normalization, weave

H 2 rz .,
—— = =2 107;
MP' PR + PL ®
which determines the value oH as
H=(0:45 63) 10° Mp : (VI.11)

Now, we can read and g in terms of the parameters and

92 2 g2
=57 ) 7 2P (+1)=15 10°( +1); (VI.12a)
. L2+ )2 ( +1)?
g®° 2 ) oz =107 2 (VI.12b)

From the left panel of Figs 8, we learn that in the allowed region the W@ of is restricted

as (VI.10), which determines the value of and g
g' (0:15 37) 103 (10 °> 10 YMy; 4 (V1.13)
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FIG. 8. The left panel shows 1 and 2 contour bounds of 7-year WMAP+BAO+HO. The yellow

area (region with lighter color) represents the gauge- aton predictions for 2 (0:01;0:12) range.
As depicted in Fig. 7, the region with enough number of e-fold restricts us to ng > 0:98 region,
that is on the right-side of the N = 50 line. Therefore, the allowed region is the highlighted egion
betweenNe = 50 and ng = 1 lines. The shaded region in right panel shows the allowed alues for

and , given in (V1.9) and (VI.10).

As an interesting and notable feature of our model, the value of thgauge couplingg, is

directly related to the value of the power spectrum of CMB curvatte uctuations P,.

Restricting ourselves to 1 contour in the left panel of Fig. 8, we obtain the following

bounds onr, ng and H
0:98 ng 0:99 0:05<r< 015 H' (34 54) 10 °My; (VI.14)
which leads to the following bounds for and
0:04 01 and Q6 102 1.5 10 %

where in 1 contour 05< < 4. In our model, the eld value is sub-Planckian and of
order 137 GeV, while the tensor to scalar ratio is considerable> 0:02. Thus, gauge- ation

model satis es a modi ed version of the Lyth bound [18].
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Vil. SUMMARY, DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work we have presented a detailed analysis of the gauge-iah model which we
introduced in [1]. We rst showed that non-Abelian gauge eld theorycan provide the
setting for constructing an isotropic and homogeneous in ationgrbackground. We did so
by using the global part of the gauge symmetry of the problem and edti ed the SU(2)
subgroup of that with the rotation group. We argued that this canbe done forany non-
Abelian gauge group, as any such group has &U(2) subgroup. Therefore, our discussions
can open a new venue for building in ationary models, closer to parte physics high energy
models, where non-Abelian gauge theories have a ubiquitous apzeere.

The Yang-Mills theory cannot serve the job of building in ationary malels, and we have
to consider more complicated gauge theory actions. Among the adws choices, we have
checked non-Abelian version of Born-Infeld actioh (with the symmetric trace prescription
[20]), which does not lead to a slow-roll dynamics within its space of @aneters. We
have checkedr* terms which appear in one loop level e ective gauge theory actionf we
parameterize suchF4 terms as Tr(F 4+ (F?)?), our analysis shows that it is possible to
get slow-roll in ationary background for specic range of and parameters. With the
gauge groupSU(2), upon which we have mainly focused in this work, the T ~ F)? that
we have considered here can be obtained from speci ¢ choices @&nd

As discussed our motivation for considering a TH * F)? term was primarily providing
an explicit, simple realization of our gauge- ation scenario which cande to a satisfactory
slow-roll in ation; in this work we were not concerned with explicit deivation or embedding
of this term from particle physics models. At technical level this hgpens because the
dependence of this term on the background metrig appears only through degy and as a
result the contribution of this term to the energy-momentum of tle backfground will take the
form of a perfect uid with P = equation of state, perfectly suited for driving an almost
de Sitter expansion. It is, however, important to study appearase of this -term through a
rigorous quantum gauge eld theory analysis and in particle physice#ings. From particle
physics model building viewpoint, aTr(F » F)? type term can be argued for, considering
axions in a non-Abelian gauge theory [21] and recalling the axion-gaugeld interaction

term Laion  —TrF ~ F. Then, integrating out the massive axion eld' leads to an action

9 For an analysis of non-Abelian Born-In ed theory within the FRW cos mology see [19].
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of the form we have considered. If we adopt this point of view ourparameter is then related
to the cuto scale as 4 [21], and hence leading to 10 “My 10" GeV.
In order for this proposal to work, some points should be checketkecalling that H . 10
GeV, 10H. For this one loop e ective action description to make sense it is criad
that the cuto becomes larger than H, because only axion con gurations with subhorizon
momenta k & H) will contribute to (quantum) loop corrections. The superhorizormodes,
as in any quantum eld theory on (almost) de Sitter background, a& frozen and have become
classical, and hence do not contribute to quantum corrections. i$ also crucial that we are
in a perturbative regime of the gauge theory witg 10 3. Therefore, we need not worry
about complications of dealing with a con ning (non-Abelian) gauge thory. In our case,
we are in a weakly coupled regime where the theory is in decon ned [gea We also remark
that, as argued, during slow-roll in ation regime the contribution d the -term to the energy
density of the gauge eld con guration should dominate over that bthe Yang-Mills part.
In order for the mechanism for generation of the-term sketched above to work, one should
argue how the other possible higher-order terms, &* level and higher loops (leading to
higher powers off in the e ective action), are suppressed compared to the-term. These

issues will be discussed in a later publication.

Another interesting feature of our gauge- ation model is its nattalness; that demanding
to have a successful in ationary model compatible with the currdrdata leads to parameters
which are within their natural range: the Hubble during in ation H is of order 10 GeV,
and cuto scale of the theory 104 10" GeV which are natural within the (SUSY)
GUT models. Moreover, as is required by the consistency of the thg H is less than cuto

(by one order of magnitude). The other parameter of the theoy, the gauge coupling
g 10 3 10 4, although a bit lower than the value expected for the coupling at the
gauge uni cation scale, is also in a natural range. The eld value; and its displacement
during in ation i, are both of order 102Mp|, well within the sub-Planckian regime.
Therefore, as discussed, the arguments of standard single eldationary models and the
Lyth bound [18] do not apply to our model and we do not face the sep-Planckian eld
problem, which is a generic feature of large- eld in ation models, sticas chaotic in ation,
causing concerns about the validity of using classical Einstein grayitWe also note that the
energy density during ination 3H*°M3 (2 10" GeV)*, is the same order as the SUSY
GUT scale.
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Our other motivation for studying the gauge- ation scenario, whih is at least in spirit
close to beyond standard particle physics model settings, was tmpide a setup to address
cosmological questions after in ation. As we discussed and is als@sdrom the phase
diagram in Fig. 1, after the slow-roll ends we enter a phase wherestynamics of the e ective
in aton eld, and gauge elds in general, is governed by the Yang-Millderm. The e ective
inaton  starts an oscillatory phase and through standard (p)reheatingrguments, e.g. see
[13], it can lose its energy to the gauge elds. If we have an embeddiafjour gauge- ation
scenario into beyond standard models, the energy of these gaugles will then naturally
be transferred to all the other standard model particles via statard gauge interactions.
Therefore, our gauge- ation provides a natural setting for builothg (p)reheating models, to

which we hope to return in future works.
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Appendix A: second-order action

After a tedious but straightforward calculation, which is also con med by the Maple

codes, the total action to second-order in perturbations is

Z
3 g24 QZ 924k2|\7[ g24
— 34
S = @dx G T @ W g P T
924 _ _2k2 M Q 92 2 _2 _292 2 k2 Q2
+(1+ (6 +3)+4 ——— Z+ 3T_+12°+3 L . =
( at )a( ) a2 a2 zg a a2 2 az a? az a?
92 4_ _2 kZM 92 2 _2 k2 92 2 2
+ 12 4238 2—)>—+(12—-(1 —)+2=)- 61+ —)—
a* a ( a2 )a2 =a ( a2 ( a2) az’a a2 az’a
292 42 M ) 2k2 M Q 3¢ 4 ) Q? 4 32 4 ) 32 4 )
a* a2 =a a2 a2 zg a 2a*H?2 a‘H 2 at 2 a“I
k2, 2k? k2 M2 2K2 , k2 2 2 K2 M2
"o @t @ fa@e . M T el e) ag s
92 2 1 1924 k2 k2 ) g2 4 924 M
+ + 1+ = — =M+ 1+ — =+ )+ (2 = 2—
2 2_2:a2( 3 a* "'a?z a? ( at )(_ A z’|:14) _
2 2kX M K 2 2 2 K
+2 + 2 -2 SM+ 4 44 1+ —)+21+ —) —M :
2=g¢ 3 a? a? 2=y a? az _ ( az) ( a2) a2

Note that the above action is computed xing the Newtonian gaug& = B = 0. The eld
equations ofM and M reduce to (V.39). On the other hand, using the constraint (V.39)the
eld equation of Q is equal to the energy conservation equation (V.38). The eld eqgtian

of is identical to (V.37) plus the eld equation of Q, while the eld equation of is equal
to (V.36).

Appendix B: Short review of constraint structure in cosmic perturbation theory

Consider thescalar sector of metric perturbations (V.1), parameterized as

ds?= (1+2A)dt*+ a®((1 2C) j +2@E)dx'dx ; (B.1)
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where @ denotes partial derivative respect tok'. For multi-scalar eld in ationary models,

minimally coupled to gravity, generally we have

X
= (' AV

X

P = (' AL) Vit (B.2)
'X

q-= o

|
S:O;

whereV, is equal to %/ and for simplicity we chose the Newtonian gaugeE(= B = 0).

Also, the gravitational eld equations are as below, two constrairst

q+2(C+ HC)=0; (B.3)
3Hq+2l;—2C:O; (B.4)
a S=C A (B.5)
and a dynamical equation
P+ g+3HQ+( o+ Py)C=0: (B.6)

Since in all the scalar driven models? S is identically zero, for this systems we have
C=A (B.7)

From the combination of (B.2), (B.3) and (B.6), we obtain

X
* +3H',+V, =0; (B.8)
|

which is a summation of the background eld equations
8,: ' +3H',+V =0; (B.9)

That is, (B.3) is not an independent equation and only the constrain{B.4) and the dy-
namical equation (B.6) are independent among the Einstein equatien At last in these
models, the complete set of the equations consists of constraiBt4), and n eld equations
of ' |. This makes it possible to decompose each arbitrary eld perturben into an adia-
batic (curvature) perturbation along the in aton trajectory and n 1 entropy (isocurvature)

perturbations orthogonal to the in aton in eld space [14].
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In contrast to the multi-scalar eld models, gauge- ation has thre independent gravita-
tional eld equations: three constraints (B.3)-(B.5), and a dynamical equation (B.6) as well
as the gauge eld constraint D @%% = 0) for ve unknowns. In fact, since in gauge- ation
we have a non-Abelian gauge eld and not simply some scalar elds, tistandard approach
for dealing with multi-scalar elds is not applicable even in the study of alar sector of

gauge- ation perturbation theory.
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