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Cosmic magnetic fields are observed to be coherent on laadessand could have a primordial origin. Non-
Gaussian signals in the cosmic microwave background (CM8)generated by primordial magnetic fields
as the magnetic stresses and temperature anisotropy tthegeidepend quadratically on the magnetic field.
We compute the CMB scalar trispectrum on large angular scébe nearly scale-invariant magnetic fields,
sourced via the Sachs-Wolfe effect. The trispectra indixgeshagnetic energy density and by magnetic scalar
anisotropic stress are found to have typical magnitudeppfaximately10~2° and10~'°, respectively. The
scalar anisotropic stress trispectrum is also calculatéde flat-sky approximation and yields a similar result.
Observational limits on CMB non-Gaussianity from tlenck mission data allow us to set upper limitsBf <
0.6 nG on the present value of the primordial cosmic magnetid.fi€onsidering the inflationary magnetic
curvature mode in the trispectrum can further tighten thgmetic field upper limit toBy < 0.05 nG. These
sub-nanoGauss constraints from the magnetic trispectrartha most stringent limits so far on the strength of
primordial magnetic fields, on megaparsec scales, significaetter than the limits obtained from the CMB
bispectrum and the CMB power spectrum.

. INTRODUCTION sitions in the early Universe [24-128]. As yet there is no com-
pelling mechanism which produces strong coherent primor-

Magnetic fields have been observed throughout the Unidial fields. Equally, the dynamo paradigm is not without its
verse, on all scales probed so far, from planets and stars &Vn challenges in producing sufficiently coherent fields and
the large-scale magnetic fields detected in galaxies amatgal Sufficiently rapidly [658]. Therefore, it is useful to keepem
clusters[[1E8]. Both large-scale as well as stochastic camp the possibility that primordial magnetic fields originafim
nents are present in magnetic fields observed in galaxiés withe early universe play a crucial role in explaining the ob-
magnitudes from a few to tens of microGauss. Coherent magierved cosmic magnetism.
netic fields of a similar strength are also observed in higher
redshift galaxies| [9, 10]. In clusters of galaxies, stotibas

gﬁggtgnﬂteelgskﬁ;agfsvignéigE};aftfsﬁtrﬁﬂno%teho?/r; F;Leesr?qr:; goMagnetic fields give rise to scalar, vector and tensor metric
P P ' perturbations as well as fluid perturbations via the Lorentz

Clrjgztr?tng\?éf\égi?g? geagc;gﬁi?3L?Eﬂﬁ:erliggﬁact;:gl$(I)Eik(]jaé Oﬁ)rce. Constraints on large scale primordial magnetic $ield
P : ave already been derived using the CMB temperature and

16 _ 10—15
e s ot 1 o o178 POer SpEC 29.36]and Faraday ol
rived from pamma-ra obgervations ng blazars [11-13] ]. However, the effects of a primordial magnetic field on

g y : the CMB are relatively more pronounced in its non-Gaussian

The origin as well as evolution of such large-scale MagneliG. relations. This arises due to the fact that magneticdield

fields remains an outstanding problem. Magnetic fields in coIinduce non-Gaussian signals at lowest order as the magnetic

lapsed structures can arise from dynamo amplification af seeenergy density and stress are quadratic in the field. In con-

magnetic fields |[648]. The seed field could in turn be gen-

erated in astrophysical batteriés][14-17] or due to prazess trast, the standard inflationary perturbations, domindted

. ! their linear component, can source non-Gaussian cowakati
in the early universe [18-28]. Indeed, the recent gamma-_raxnly with higher order perturbations and thus necessaaity ¢

observations suggesting a lower limit to an all-pervasive i . .

. S only produce a small amplitude of CMB non-Gaussianity (cf.
tergalac_tlc magnetic fu_eldIiL@[—IlS], quld _perhaps favour a[@y ]). Primordial magnetic fields have been shown )éa(lpa-
g:ggéd;?:n?lg%i'gﬂﬁgéd'?)Ir r;r?gengﬁf;;etl)?h‘é?n hbaese%?rnz; ble of inducing appreciable CMB non-Gaussianity when con-

] P sidering the bispectruni [4959]. Our earlier calculatidn o

the magnetic CMB bispectrum sourced by scalar anisotropic
stress led to a© 2 nG upper limit on the primordial magnetic
* |ptrivedi@physics.du.ac/in field’s amplitude on megaparsec scale$ [59]. However, lighe
f kandu@iucaa.ernetiin order measures of non-Gaussianity like the trispectrune hav
*frs@physics.du.aclin been less investigated and as we show here, are very useful to

In this context it is important to investigate every possibl
observable signature of the putative primordial magnedlid fi
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set further constraints on primordial magnetic fields. using a sharg-space filter, over a ‘galactic’ scale; = 1h

In this article we present in detail the primordial mag- Mpc~!. This gives, (fom > —3 and fork < k.)
netic field contribution to the CMB scalar mode trispectrum.
The principal results were summarized in our earlier Let- 9 KM (k) Bg AN
ter ], where WMAP5 and WMAP7 constraints on non- Ay (k) = o2 7(” +3) (%) - @
Gaussianity were used to derive magnetic field constraints.
Here we present the full trispectrum calculations as well as\e restrict the magnetic spectral index to values near and
an additional flat-sky calculation for the scalar anisoitop above -3, i.e an inflation-generated field, as causal genera-
stress trispectrum. Furthermore, the new constraints @n no tion mechanisms necessarily produce much bluer magnetic
Gaussianity from thélanck mission 2013 data releagde [61] power spectra [65]. Furthermore, blue spectral indices, on
are utilized to obtain improved magnetic field constrail¥s.  large scales, are strongly disfavoured by many obsenaition
find that the trispectrum does better than the bispectrum ajonstraints on primordial magnetic fields like the CMB power
probing magnetic fields on large scales.We also show thagpectral[29-33].
even stronger constraints can be imposed on magnetic fields
by considering the recently discussed magnetic inflatipnar
curvature mode [62]. ll. CMB ANISOTROPY FROM MAGNETIC ENERGY

In the next section we describe the properties of the stechas DENSITY AND FOUR-POINT CORRELATION
tic primordial magnetic field assumed for our calculations.

The Sachs-Wolfe effect sourced by the magnetic energy den- o sachs-Wolfe type of contribution to the CMB temper-

sity of a stochastic primordiall magnetic fi.eld is presented i o4 ,re anisotropy sourced by the energy density of magnetic
Sec.[ll. The full mode-coupling calculations are then Pre-falds [6668], can be written as

sented for the four-point correlation of magnetic energy-de

sity. In Sec.[I¥ we present the Sachs-Wolfe effect and AT .

four-point calculation for magnetic scalar anisotropiess. T(n) =R Qp(wo —nD"). 3)

The magnetic CMB trispectrum is then calculated for en-

ergy density and scalar anisotropic stress in Sec. V. Aattiti  Here, Qp(z) = B2(z,t)/(87p,(t)) = bi(z)/(87po),

ally, in Sec[V], the trispectrum sourced by magnetic scalawhere ., (t) and p, are the CMB energy densities at times

anisotropic stress is also calculated using the flat-skyapp ¢ and at the present epoch, respectively. Like the usual Sachs

imation. Finally, in Sed_VII, thePlanck 2013 data release Wolfe effect, the AT/T given above is for large-angular

constraints on CMB non-Gaussianify [61] are used to plac@cales. For calculating numerical values we adopRhelue

improved upper limits on the strength of primordial magoeti estimated by Bonvin and Caprini (Eq. 6.12 lof/[68]) which is

fields. expressed according to our definitonsRs= —R,/15 ~
—0.04, whereR, ~ 0.6 is the fractional contribution of ra-
diation energy density towards the total energy densityef t

Il. PRIMORDIAL MAGNETIC FIELD relativistic component. The unit vectaris defined along the

direction of observation from the observer at positignand

We consider a Gaussian random stochastic magnetic fiel?” is the (comoving angular diameter) distance to the surface
B characterized and completely specified by its power sped?f last s_catf[erlng. We have a}ssumed instantaneous recambin
trum M (k). We further assume that the magnetic field is non-tion which is a good approximation for large angular scales.
helical. On scales that are galactic and larger, any velocit The temperature fluctuations of the CMB can be ex-
induced by Lorentz forces is generally too small to appreciaPanded in terms of spherical harmonics to gVé (n)/T" =
bly distort the initial magnetic field [63, 54]. Thereforbet D, GmYim(n), where
magnetic field simply redshifts away BYx, t) = by (x)/a?, A i
where, by is the magnetic field at the present epoch (i.e. at _am . N v (]

z = 0ora = 1). We defineb(k) as the Fourier transform of m = 71 / (2m)3 R (k) (kD7) Y (k). (4)
the magnetic field, (x). The magnetic field power spectrum
is defined as Note thatQp(k) is the Fourier transform of)g(x). As
Qp(x) is quadratic inby(x), (k) is given by the convo-
(bi(k)bi(q)) = (2m)°6(k — q) Pij (k)M (k) (1)  lution integral

Whgre]%j(k) = (5ijfki@j/k2)2|sthe prolectlon operator en- Qp(k) = (1/(27)?) /d3s bi(k + s)b%(s)/(87po). (5)
suringV - by = 0. This gives(bg) = 2 [(dk/k)Af(k), where

AZ (k) = k3M(k)/(2n?) is the power per logarithmic inter- _ e _ _
valin k-space present in the stochastic magnetic field. We alsdhe trispectrumi™; ">, or the four-point correlation
assume a power-law magnetic power spectrlihik) = Ak™  function of the CMB temperature anisotropy in harmonic
that is cutoff atk = k., wherek, is the Alfvén-wave damp- space, in terms of the,,,,’s is

ing length-scale [63, 64]. We then fix the normalizatity

setting the variance of the magnetic field toBg smoothed T = (a1my Qlyms Qlyms Qlims ) - (6)

1l2l34



FIG. 1. The general configuration of four wavevectgss k-, ks and k4 for the trispectrum with the integration mode wavevecidhat
appears in the mode-coupling integral.
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From Eq[i#) we can expreﬁél1 I
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i=1

<1234 = <QB(k1 )QB(kz)QB (ks)QB (k4)>

The four-point correlation function of2p(k) involves an The full expression fot), ., involving angular terms in the
eight-point correlation function of the magnetic fields. -Us mode-coupling integral is

. RN & 3k, e
T l1 l2 l3 li: (ﬁ)/[n ZT]H(]{TD )lelml(,@) <1234

ing Wick's Theorem, for Gaussian magnetic fields, we can
express the magnetic eight-point correlation as a sum of 105
terms containing the magnetic two-point correlation. Negl

ing 45 terms proportional té(k) that vanish and 12 terms
proportional tod(k; + k;) that are the unconnected part of

(7)  the four-point correlation, 48 terms remain. A long calcu-

lation using the relevant projection operators gives, =
d(k1+ k2 + ks + k4) ¥,,,,, Wherey,,,, is a mode-coupling

(8) integral over a variable and also contains angular terms.

with

8

7/)1234 = W

1 /dgsM(S)Mﬂkl + S|) |:M(|k1 + kg + S|) (M(|k§2 — S|)f(1) + M(|k4 — S|)]:(2))

+M (|1 + ko + s[) (M(|ks — s]) Fs) + M (ks — s|)Fay)
M (ks + ks + ) (M2 — s)Fa) + M(Jks = sDFe) | (@)

Fay = =1+ (af + a3 +ag + B3 + 5 +3)
Fioy=—1+ (o} +ai + o2+ 57+ 82 +¢€2)
Fiy=—1+ (af +aj +a2 + 55 + 2+ 67)
Fay=—1+(af +af+ a3+ 87+ 55 + ¢
Fsy = —1+ (af + a3 +af + B3 + 57 +17)
Fey=—1+ (ol +aj + a3 + 55 + 3 +63)

(2B + 186 + aacsye + B28676) + @12 Bsve

(1B + araefBs + asases + Bafocs) + araufses

(B3 + arasfs + azasds + B38505) + arasfBs0s

(aaBs + rasBs + auases + BaPses) + araufBses

(naaBa + ararfr + agaryr + B2fryr) + caaaBryr

(asBs + ararBr + azardr + B3B707) + s Bror. (10)

The angular term& contain angles defined according to wherem is a unit vector in the direction d¥; + s) and

(bl:&-"’;'i‘\s7 ¢2:O:’"g——\3, ¢3:a)'k3_87

—

¢4=5J"§—\87 ¢5 =w- ki +ka+s,

¢ =w-k1+ks+s, o =w- ki1 +ks+ s,

— —

the anglep denotes different angles for different values of the

(11)



unit vectorw

8 for &=k + s,
¢ =0 for & =ks—s,

¢ =a for @ = 8,
¢:

¢ =cfor =k —s,

¢:
~v for @ = ks — s,

¢=I€f0|’b:7=k1+k2+8,
(12)

—

gb:/\forcb:k1+k3—|—s.

For simplicity of calculation we evaluate the mode-

coupling integrak), ,., in two cases: (l) considering onkr
independent angular terms for all equal-sided configunatio

and (Il) taking all angular terms for the collinear configura

tion.

A. Case | -s-independent terms for equal-sided configurations

Considering onlys-independent angular terms, for a gen-

eral configuration, we find,,,, = —8/(87po)* Z where

= [ s M) Mk + 5] ¢
[ M ey + ks + s]) (M (ka2 = ) + M (ks = s1)

M(

(
M (k1 + ko + s|) (M (I3 — s|) + M (ks — s|) )
(o1

+ M ([Ry + ks + ) (M (k2 — s]) + M(|ks = s])) |

(13)

Ly + L2y +Zs) + Ziay + Ls) + Lee)-

We perform the mode-coupling integral e
nique and approximations discussed [inl

adopting the mean (zero) valuelof - k3, to find, for the first
term,

The value of each of thg; integrals forj = 1 to 6 is the
same when all thée; wavevectors are of equal magnitude
|ki| = k. We perform thes-independent (case I) trispectrum
evaluation for such equal-sided quadrilateral configaresi

HenceZ = 25.62)(1) T; = 6 I(1), and we obtain

<1234 = 5(k1 + k2 + kg + k4) X
-8 (247T) A4 k%n+3 ko kD (271/2)(4” + 3) -~ (n i 3)
(8mpo)* (4n+ 3)(n + 3)

2n/2
n+3

1
dn + 3

Ty ~ ArA* kP kG kY [ (14)

ﬂlS)

B. Case Il - Equal-Sided Collinear Configuration

We calculate the full mode-coupling integral,., (Eg.
[@IT0) (over all angular terms for each expression) for the
case of the equal-sided collinear configuration. All therfou
wavevectors are of equal magnitude with configuraken=
ko = —ks = —ky4. We find that the 28 independent an-

gles defined by Equationis ([1]12) reduce to just 6 independen

é g the tech-
[ »

)—71], while

vature
stress|[72]

4

anglesay, as, a5, B2, B5 and~ys. The angular expressios
also reduce in size from a total of 72 to 19 angular terms:

8
(87po)*

1/1112024 _ coll (16)

where

7o =2 /d3s M(s) M(|k + s]) x

| M (5)M(Ik = s])(a? + 03 + B} — 2010068; + aa})

+ M (5)M (ks + s]) (1 +a3)

+ M 12k + s M|k + s])(aF + o + 52 — aras s
5 {8+t (B + anas — ads) (s + )} )]

(17)

Using the same technique of evaluating the mode-coupling in
tegrals as used earlier in Case |, we calculate the intefprals
each of the 19 angular terms that sum together to give

|

The four-point correlation of magnetic energy density foz t
collinear configuration is

8 2n/2
3n+3

12
C4n+3

T ~ Ar A* KPR kY { (18)

<1234 = 5("’1 + ko + ks + k4) X
8 (4m) A* k33 nky | £(27/%)(4n + 3) — (12)(n + 3) 19)
(87po)* (4n+3)(n+3) ‘

IV. CMB ANISOTROPY FROM MAGNETIC SCALAR
ANISOTROPIC STRESS AND FOUR-POINT
CORRELATION

The scalar anisotropic stress that is associated with a pri-
mordial magnetic field, in addition to its energy densityll wi
also act as a separate source for CMB fluctuations - the gassiv
mode [68| 72]. As we saw in our previous work/[59], the mag-
netic scalar anisotropic stress generated0° times larger
contribution to the CMB bispectrum compared to magnetic
energy density. With this motivation in mind and employing
the magnetic CMB trispectrum technique developed above,
we carry out a longer calculation for the scalar anisotropic
stress trispectrum.

On large angular scales, the magnetic contribution to the

temperature anisotropy is again via the magnetic Sachg&Wol
effect

AT 1

- )
7M=3

in the matter dominated era. We use the expression for the cur
erturbation due to the passive mode scalar angsotro

1 T,
——R.JIIgIn — ).
37 Bn<TB)

(xo — nD") é C(xg — nD") (20)

(=~ (21)



5

to obtain temperature anisotropy, sourced by magnetiascal The trispectrum i€, """ = (a1, m, Q1ymsy Qlyms Qlams )
anisotropic stresH 5 is then given by e

AT .

T(n) =R, pg(xy — nD"), (22)

M, TN, T, R . 1 dgkz X ~
WhereRp =R In (TV/TB) = [—R7/15] In (TB/TV) andTB T lll lz lz li = (2_7:;>/ [H T]zl(le*)}/ljml(kl)] [<1234]H
as well asr, andT's as well asT;, are the conformal time and i=1

temperatures at the epochs of magnetic field generation and , (26)
neutrino decoupling, respectively. None of the detailshef t With [€,.,, ]y defined as

magnetic scalar anisotropic stress calculation were dexu

in our letter [60] and they are presented below.

_ The CMB temp_erature quc’Fuations can be expanded [Casalyr = (k) (k)5 (k)5 (K,)). (27)
in terms of spherical harmonics to givAT(n)/T =

> 1 @m Yim (1), where

A B . The four-point correlation function ofip(k), like that of
Am = — / IoPE Ry, p(k) ji(kD*) Y, (k). (23)  Qgp(k), also involves an eight-point correlation function of
it J (2m) the fields. In similar fashion, using Wick's Theorem, for
Gaussian magnetic fields, we express the magnetic eight-poi
correlation as a sum of 105 terms involving the magnetic
two-point correlation function. Then 45 terms proportibna
to §(k) vanish and we neglect the 12 terms proportional to
1 . y d(k; + k;) that represent the unconnected part of the four-
lp(k) = 5 (5ij - 3k7ikj) IT5 (k) (24)  point correlation, to leave 48 terms. A long calculation in-
volving the relevant projection operators in these termegi
Sincellg(x) is quadratic inby(x), we have a convolution of  [(,,,, ]y = (k1 + ko + ks + k4) [¢,,5, ], Where[y,,. ] ;; is

Here,I15 (k) is the Fourier transform dfl 5 () and we recall
the operator that projects out the scalar anisotropicsfrem
the full magnetic stresH7, (k)

magnetic fields a mode-coupling integral over a varialdend also involves
; angular terms. The key difference between fhe and the
1 A s 1 d’s 11 four-point correlations is the number and type of opera-
15 (k) = 2 (6” B 3k1k7) Amp., / (2m)3 bi(s)bj(k +5) tors acting on the magnetic field eight-point correlationthe

(25) case of energy densifyg, the operatod,,d.qd. iy, acted on
|

(ba(—8)by (K1 + 8)bo(—1)ba(ks + 7)be (—t)bf (ks + £)by(—w)by (ks + w)). (28)

However, in the case of scalar anisotropic stiégs there are 16 operator terms

(6ab—31%1aiclb) (5cd— 31%261%%) (5@},— 31%381%3f) (65,1— 3k, 1%4,1)

— 5.,6.,6.0, — 3[5 5.0, Jea,keay + 0,0, Jes ks, 0, + 0., ko ko008, + Ky, k1,00,

abYcaVrYn abVcales ab%cd efYn efYgn
+9 [5@5601’%3@’53," ka,ka, + 0,k k2,0, e ko, + 6, ko ko ks ks, 6, + ki k1,66, ka, b,

+’%1a’%1b§cd’%3ek3f§gh =+ IAclalAclblAcQCchdé 1) ]

ef “gh

— 27 {541,]%%,;724’%35 ’273],]2249’224}1’ + klaklbgcdkgc ’273],]2249’224}1’ + klaklbkzckzddefk4gk4h, + klaklbkgckgdkgckgfis

gh
+ 81 ’elaklb’%2c’%2dk3ek3f’254{,,254;1

=[1]+[2]+ ... +[16] (29)

Each operator ternX from 1 to 16 generates its own separate angular term exp. When summed over al this
yields the angular term expressi®jy, where! takes values 1 to 6 in the six term mode-coupling integhal, ;. As operator
is identical to the operator for th@z four-point correlation, the angular ternds for it are just given by Equatioi_(10).
We give below the expressions fps, ., |;; and the angular term# generated by operat and, suppressing thél
subscript. The complete expression for the full set of 0&&0langular terms generated by all sixteen oper@mﬁroug



TABLE I. Angle definitions for scalar anisotropic strddg; angular terms, withi= 1 to 4.

a; B, i 0 € Ri Ai X

— o — —

k;- 8 ki -ki+s IAczkj——\s ki ks —s ki'kj-—\s ki -k +ksts ki-ki+ks+s ki-ki+kits

is placed in Appendix A. The mode-coupling integral for sea@nisotropic stress is,

(raln = gyt [ MM+ 5D [Mk -+ ks + 5] (3 (k2 = s)Fy + M (ks = 5 Fio)
M(|ky + k2 + s|) (M(|ks — s|)Fz) + M(|ks — s[) Fa))
M([k1 + Ky + s[) (M (ks — s])Fs5) + M(|ks — s]) Fg)) } (30)

wherep, = po/3 andpy is the present-day energy density in radiation. The angxpressionst now involve 32 new angles
(with overbars) defined below, in addition to the 28 previpdgfined angles (without overbars) that appear infllzeexpression
- Equations[(Z[.12). The new angles dgfined in TEble | arm® filot products of the fouk wavevectors with the vectar or
with those combinations of and the fouk wavevectors that appear in the equationfqy,, .
The angular terms for opera are
32 =2 =
m=1-B,—ai+ 1@y — M [Aa — BuBe — Qg + cn@afBs) — Ty [Ty — BaBe — Quaz + a1 B,00]
+ 7,04 [v6 — B2Bs — azag + arazBg)
—92 ) R — — — — — —
=1— 84— Ay + BeAaBy — € [e1 — Byfs — M€ + BoBaces] — T [0a — Byon — s + BoAaon |
+ €y [0y — a1y — ages + Boaieg)
—2 — — — — —
=1-0B, —a; + @B, — Ry [Fa — Byfs — Quaws + cn@aBs| — 04 [04 — B4 B3 — Quas + o1 B3]
+ 04F4 [05 — B35 — azas + anar )
—92 — J— — —
=1— B4 — 3 + BsFaBy — €4 [€4 — Raes — BaPa+ BsByes] — Oy [s — Raas — Byon + BsRaa]
+ a4y [044 —ases — 1B + Psaqes)
=1—7; — a7 + 2047, — X4 [Xa — Va¥7 — Qaorr + oliay7] — By (B4 — V4B2 — Qo + a2y |
+ 54Y4 [B7 — Baryr — a1y + azyran]
) — — [ — —
=1- ai - 64 + a3tig0q — X4 [Y4 — Quay — 0407 + a35467} - 54 [ﬁ4 — oy — 0403 + 04354041}
+ ByX4 [Br — a1z — B307 + iz 7] (31)

and angular terms for opera are
(B2a — ¥o74) (034 — Ashs)

(624 — €2€4) (623 — A2A3)

(034 — €3€4) (023 — RaR3)

@) ( 3) (
au) ( 3) (

= (013 — @) (612 — BuBo) (B34 — 5554) (B2 — FoFia)
) ( Ba) (
@) ( 1) (023 = ¥273) (634 — X3Xa)
as) ( B4)

(623 — 0203) (B24 — X2X4) - (32)

In addition to the angles defined in Talble |, angular terms efij = k, -k, that are constant foragivék,, ko, ks, ky)



Ky
TABLE II. The value of the s-independent termsFs ™ in
ky k, K four different equal-sided configurationgk:, k2, k3, k4) with
Ky 3 k1 ~ k2 ~ ks ~ k4 for evaluating the magnetic scalar anisotropic
ks ky stress trispectrum.
kg
(i) collinear (i) square

Configuration (012, 613, 014,023, 024, 034)  Foy"%P

collinear (1,-1,-1,-1,-1,1) 14

square (0,-1,0,0,—1,0) 5

rhombus (3,-1,-3,-3,-1,3) 2.1875
(iii) rhombus (iv) tetrahedral tetrahedral (=5.0,—5,-3,0,—3)  —2.3125

FIG. 2. The four specific configurations (i) collinear, (iguare, (iii)
rhombus and (iv) tetrahedral, with each wavevector of equadni-

tudek, used to evaluate the magnetic scalar anisotropic trigpact The integralZ is evaluated as earlier to yield the four-point

correlation of the magnetic scalar anisotropic stress to be

configuration also appear. In total, as pointed out abover;, ov Coaaalr = 0k + ko + ks + ka) x

1500 angular terms are present in all tReexpressions for ig 8 (24m) AYEZ"3EDED [(27/2)(4n +3) — (n +3)
[V, 354] 17, many more than the 72 terms far,,,, |,. To arrive (87pg)* (4n + 3)(n + 3)

at a representative estimate for,,,, |;;, we consider only the _ _ _ ] )
s-independent angular terms and restrict ourselves to equa®’ Simply expressed, in relation to the four-point corrielat
sided trispectrum configurations i.e. &l;| ~ k. Thes-  Of energy density,

independent terms are 4
[<1234]1‘[ =3 E [_<1234]Q . (37)

(36)

]__;—indep: 6 [_13 49 (9%2 + 9f3 + 954 + 933 + 934 + 9%4)
— 27 (612013023 + 012014024 + 013014034 + O23024034)

V. MAGNETIC CMB TRISPECTRUM
+ 27 (012013024034 + 012014023034 + 0136014023024)] . (33)

We evaluateF;"”depfor specific equal-sided trispectrum con-  Having calculated the four-point correlations, in Fourier
figurations: collinear, square, rhombus and tetrahedral. T space, of energy density, ., |, and scalar anisotropic stress
ble [ lists the values otFrSI"”deP for the specific configu- [(,...)» We can now calculate the CMB trispectrum sourced
rations (k1, ko, k3, k4), showing that the greatest contribu- by each.

tion to [+,,,,]; and therefore to the scalar anisotropic stress

trispectrum arises from the collinear configuration. The va

ues for}'rsl'IndEp range from~ -2 to 14. We adopt a value of A. CMB Trispectrum from Magnetic Energy Density

10 as a typical value for the sum of alindependent terms

and denote it by. We get a mode-coupling integral with an  For the trispectrum sourced by magnetic energy density
integrand that matches the, ,,, |, for theQz s-independent g, we insert Eq. [(15) into Eq.[Y7) for the trispectrum and

equal-sided configuration case | Equation (13) following the approach of [73, 74], we decompose our delta
4 function asd (k1 + ko + ks + k4) = fdgKé(’ﬁ + ko +
A 8¢ 7= 8(3°) ¢ T (34) K)i(ks + ks — K). We can then write the trispectrum as
o (8mpo)* ~  (8mpo)* o
My My MM Zili d kld de kgd k4
T [ s M(s) M(lky + 1) x %y, (k, D), (k, D*)j,, (k, D), (k, D)

)
X }/ltml(l%l)}/l:mg(l%z) lzmg(ka) lZm4(,%4)
)

—(1920) 4% giar 0 [ (22) (A0 +3) — (n+3)
[ Brpo)t 1 “{ (dn+3)(n13) H

ot + kea -+ ) (M (k2 — s]) + M(Jks — 5))|@5) /dgKé(kl +ky + K)6(ks + ks — K). (38)




Using the integral form of the delta functions

/d3K5(k1 + ko + K)i(ks + ks — K)

3
d K d37ﬂ% d3,’,ge(k1+k2+K)"r1e(kg-‘rkg;-K)"rg7(39)

and the spherical wave expansion

+U

—47‘1’21 gy (k) Z Y,m,

m!=—1'

le’m’( )a (40)

we perform the

(1, ko, ks, ks, K), with algebra similar tol [49, 59, 75, 76],

to give
e [ %] ()

(27/2)(4n 4 3) — (n + 3)
X{ (4n + 3)(n + 3) }

X / dryr? / dror3 / dky Kk, (k, D*)j,, (k 1)
X / dkak3ky §, (k, D*)j, (k1) / dksk3ky g, (k,D*)j, (k,r2)

x / dkak3, (5, D*)j,, (k,ra) x 3(—1)F

LM

mmmm4
l_

x/dKKQjL(Krl)jL(—Krg)
< / A, Vi (71) Vi (71) Va1 (1)

></dezngmg(f2)3ﬁ4m4(f2)YL—M(%)- (41)

Here theK -integral givesi(ry —r2) (7/2r}) using the spher-
ical Bessel function closure relation. This delta functem
ables us to perform the,-integral trivially, thenr; replaces
72 in the arguments of,, andj, . The angular; and,-
integrals may be expressed as (e g. Eq. 5.9.1 (%) 6f [77))

/de‘l lelﬂh (,'21)}/221”2 ('fll)YL]W('ﬁl) =

\/(211 +1)(2l +1)(2L + 1)(11 ly L)(

47 0 00

B L o1, L
=hiri, my my M)

where we have defineld, ;,;, above, in the same convention
as [78/74]. We use the relation

(A/87po)" = (2/3)" (n/kc)® ((n+3)/kg™) V.

where the Alfvén velocity/4, in the radiation dominated era,

is defined ad [63, 64],

Vi = Bo/ (167po/3)"/?

lh 1o L
mi mgM

(42)

%, (43)

~ 3.8 x107* B_y, (44)

integrals over the angular parts of

8

with B_g = (Bo/10~?Gauss). From the definition of the
rotatlonally invariant angle-averaged trispectrin) [78]

DIV :

M ( I L )
i mi1 Mo —M
13 l4 L L1,
% (mg my M> Tl3l4 (L)’

we separate out the reduced trispectrﬂff;ﬁf2 (L) (referred

to as the angular averaged trispectrum linl [78]), from the

full trispectrum. We again use the spherical Bessel func-

t|on cIosure relation to perform thi,-integral that yields
§(ry — D*) (m/2r%). This facilitates ther;-integral that re-

sults inr; — D™ in the arguments of, , j,, andj,, . The

k1, ko andks-integrals containing a product of a power-law

and] can be evaluated in terms of Gamma functions (e.qg.

Eq. 6.574.2 of[79]). For a scale-invariant magnetic index

n — —3, we get

3 8
1,1 - o9 (M +3 B_y
[T (0], = =58 x 10 (W) (T

hini, hisziy
T (Il + Dila(lz + 1)is(lz + 1)

Ty Ty Mg My

Lilylgly

(45)

(46)

This equation gives us the amplitude of the magnetic CMB
trispectrum sourced by the energy density of a primordial
magnetic field, where we have usBd~ —0.04 [6€]. A factor

of 1/(D*kq)*»+3) also appears here and it approaches unity
for the casen — —3 (a scale-invariant magnetic field index).
When we evaluate the magnetic trispectrum for a near scale-
invariant indexn = —2.8, this factor has a value 1/1500.

It then turns out that this factor is almost entirely candddg

the simultaneous increase in the value offthiategrals when
evaluated fon = —2.8 rather tham = —3.

For the case Il - collinear configuration case, proceeding
from Eq. [19) in exactly the same way as case |, we find that
the amplitude of the collinear configuration trispectrum is

3 8
11, - o9 (M43 B_g
T (L)Ll_3.9><10 < 0.2 ) < 3

hiinis hisr iy
T (Il + Dila(lz + Dia(l3 + 1)

(47)

which is similar in magnitude to the case | trispectrum, Hut o
positive sign.

B. CMB Trispectrum from Magnetic Scalar Anisotropic Stress
The scalar anisotropic stress trispectr 1l (L)} can

3 4
be calculated in an analogous manner to the calculation pre-

sented above for caseslindependenI[Tll:li2 (L)} o Using
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Equations[(2B) and (36) we obtain appreciable range of overldp < ¢ < 100 in harmonic space,
- where we can treat the Sachs-Wolfe contribution to the CMB
I I temperature anisotropy in the flat-sky limit.
T, (L)| ~ (32 ~T,* (L P by Y
[ Ly ( )} ( R ) ¢ [ 1t )}Q In the flat-sky limit, . is constant and is unity to linear
3 8 order hencer - k — m - k; + k. which gives
e () (52 (42) .
' a, = /dQn <—(n)> emitm (52)
y hivris hisoi, . (48) T flat sky
L+ 1Dla(le +1)3(13+1) A3k o (k. D
) . :Rp/—HB(k) e—zkzD /dee—zm-( +K1D )
We see that the amplitude of the trispectrum sourced py (27T)3

for equal-sided quadrilateral configurations is approxéatya ) ) )
101 times larger than that sourced fly;. Here, we have used 1hem-integral gives a delta function fdr,.
T ~ 10'* GeV (corresponding to the reheating temperature)

andT, ~ 10~3 GeV. /de e (E+k.iD") (9525 (¢ 4 k) DY)
_ (2 s +k (53)
VI. FLAT-SKY CALCULATION OF SCALAR D* D* +
ANISOTROPIC STRESS CMB TRISPECTRUM )
to yield
We now consider a flat-sky analysis of the trispectrum. The R < k. ) o
flat-sky limit allows us to avoid the approximate treatmeinto a, = (D—*p)Q/ 2—7: HB<I<:L_§, kz) e"th=D" (54)

the angular terms involving; while performing thek an-

gular integrals that led to Equation {41). Therefore, to@jet  Thjs flat-skya, for magnetic scalar anisotropic stress can

more accurate estimate of tkéndependent anisotropic stress then be used to calculate the corresponding trispectrutrein t
trispectrum, we now adopt the flat-sky limit for the CMB tem- f|at-sky limit

perature anisotropy and recompute the trispectrum.

In the flat-sky limit [80182], the CMB temperature fluctua- RANA[A oo gmikiD
tions on the sky are expanded in terms of plane waves using alas, ag,a¢,az,) = (2—p) lH / dk;, W] CEM
Fourier basis rather than a spherical harmonic basis, T (D7)

i=17

(55)
g( ) = &l om where(s_ is the four-point correlation of magnetic scalar
T N (27)? e ’ anisotropic stress in the flat-sky limit
AT 0
a, = | d®>n—(n)e ", (49) 4 —¥;
Z / T CIszsax = 11;[1 HB<kiJ._ D—;_kv klz) : (56)

In the flat-sky co-ordinate$,= (¢,, ¢,) is a two-dimensional

vector on the plane of the sky amd is a constant equal to  As before in the full-sky foc,,,, (Eqs[2Y[3b), a four-point

unity at linear order. In order to check the validity of outtfla ¢orrelation offI; produces delta functions times a mode cou-
sky technique, we first computed the magnetic energy densitying integraky.

bispectrum. We find a value for the flat-sky bispectrum of

order~ 10~23, which agrees well with the original full-sky (. = (k1 +ko+hs +ka) (57)
result ]. This encourages us to proceed to the flat-sky lim of b, b b L "
calculation of the scalar anisotropic stress trispectrum. x4 D D*+ D*+D* oy
The magnetic Sachs-Wolfe effect for scalar anisotropic L
stress is given by If we take theD?’s to be similar, we find
f
%(n) =R, p(zo — nD*) (50) Cga = Otk Aks +ka.) (58)
A3k ke . X (D*)2 5(2)(el+£2+£3+£4) [w1234]f§
= / —— R, g (k)e! & (@o=TD7) o .
(27) Here the mode-coupling integralis
3k , . .
=R, / —_Tp(k)e DT (51 s SR
(27T) W)1234]H = 4 z (59)
(87Tp0)
where in the last line we set the observer’s positigrto the ) ) )
origin. where the integrdl is the same as the one given by Hqg.] (35)

The flat-sky limit is accurate fof > 40 [80-82] whereas ar;dngges-independent angular terms forz are denoted by
~ i .
the Sachs-Wolfe contribution is appreciable fof 100 (but i given by Eq. [3B). In the flat-sky approach we per-
dominant only till¢ < 50) [83]. Therefore, there exists an form the mode-coupling integral for general valuescpf k;
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TABLE IIl. The value ofo [the product of the integral Eq.[33) andk;, integrals Eq[(55)] for the three different trispectrum figarations
(shown in Fig[B) considered for the flat-sky magnetic scatdsotropic stress trispectrum (Eq] 62).

Configuration (q12,q13, q14, q23, G24, G34) (21'22, é1~é3, é1~é4, éz-éa, é2~é4, 23[4) o
kite (V3,v/3,1,1,1/4/3,1//3) (0, —/3/2,—1/2,1/2, —/3/2,0) —15.2
trapezium (2,2/3,2,1/3,1,3) (1/2,-1,1/2,-1/2,-1/2,-1/2) —84.6
scalene  (1/3,2/3,0.4406,2,1.322,0.6609) (0, —v/3/2,0.1317, —1/2, —0.9912,0.3815) —14.2

1 /3 a2

4

(i) trapezium

(i) kite

/3
1 |a/3 a2 I

1y

(iii) scalene

FIG. 3. The three specifi¢ wavevector configurations (i) kite, (ii)

trapezium (both cyclic quadrilaterals) and (iii) scalena {rregular
convex quadrilateral) used to evaluate the flat-sky magrsetalar
anisotropic trispectrum. Trispectrum configuration sisafeand (ii)
are also discussed in [64,85]

and later evaluate the trispectrum for particular confitjons

that are not necessarily equal-sided. The first term (ouixof s

terms) of integral is

(k3 + 2kakstus +43)"” Ry
n+3 dn+3
(60)

Iy ~=4AmA kT ok

Whereas, in the full-skyl 5 calculation we chose a represen-
tative value¢ for 75" we now integrate over all 14 terms

of ng”depin thek;_ integrals.
For each of the 6 terms df, the delta function of;_ is

used to perform that particulds;_ integral (one out of four)

1 For some highly symmetrical configurations which have #nectors ex-

actly anti-parallel and of equal magnitude, the integral becomes sin-

—Li

gular in the flat-sky limit. However, this is due to the ex&gt = 55
map which is enforced in this limit. If this were relaxed thee expéct

for which the variablé:; that does not appear in the arguments
of the magnetic spectrud/. This introduces substitutions in
the angular structur&S"™*® Then the remaining threk
integrals are performed numerically and evaluated forrséve
types of configurations. We use the relation for the flat-sky
trispectrum (connected part) [13]74]

(0, 0,,0,,0,,) = (2m) 20 @+ Lot £+ £) T2 (L)
(61)

to get {T((f;’fj))(L)}H from the four-point correlation of,.

The product of the mode coupling integtaland the three

k;_ integrals is denoted by. Table [I) shows different val-
ues ofo for different/-space configurations with parameters
g = 1 /1, (ratio of different sides) and, - ¢; (cosine of

the angle between sides). We note that all the configurations
thus evaluated in the flat-sky approach (for all s-indepahde
terms) give a negative that lead to a negative value of the
trispectru

3 8
(41,02) - 19 (O (nt3 By
[T<43,e4> (L)}H = 3.94 10 (10) ( 0.2 ) ( 3

1

We see that the flat-sky evaluation of the scalar anisotropic
stress trispectrum witkrindependent terms results in trispec-
tra that are negative and roughly an order of magnitude targe
in absolute magnitude than the corresponding full-skpé&ts
trum with s-independent terms (with ~ 10). The flat-sky
and full-sky trispectra are related by

11
Ty (D, b, ~ T2 (). (63)

(£3,04)
This allows us to compare the flat-sky trispectrum direatly t
the full-sky trispectrum form given in EQ.(48)

this mathematical pathology to be just an integrable sarityl The mea-
sure of such configurations ¥ k is expected to go to zero faster than the
reciprocal of the integrand.
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VIl. PRIMORDIAL MAGNETIC FIELD CONSTRAINTS with the inflationary trispectrum Eq[{67), although streng
constraints follow from magnetic anisotropic stress. Weta
We can now compare our magnetic trispectra with thethe two-sigma upper limit value any, reported in thélanck
Sachs-Wolfe contribution to the standard CMB trispectrum2013 datareleases ;. < 2,800 [61] and use italso as a lower
sourced by non-linear terms in the inflationary perturbatio limit for possible negative values ofy, i.e. |7y .| < 2,800.
calculated by Okamoto & Hms] and Kogo & Komat@[74] This is t|ghter than the'NL > —6, 000 negat|Ve'S|ded limit

(also seel[47)). from WMAPS5 data([86] that we employed in [60]. Magnetic
L [ — s field limits are obtained by taking the one-eighth power of
Y2 (L)~ 9 CRCptY [(25/9) TniCr the appropriate ratio of trispectra, which givBs < 19 nG
— —1 i i
+ 6gn1 (Cﬁw T Czsgwﬂ hayr, hiyr 1, (64) at a scale ok = 1h Mpc~* for a magnetic spectral index

. of n = —2.8. This trispectrum limit is almost a factor of 2
We neglect theyy, term that places far weaker constraints gironger than the bispectrum upper linfi§ < 35 nG found

on the trispectrum compared to the,, term considering the  for magnetic energy density [49] for the same scale and mag-
the current limits oy, from WMAP [86] and current imits  petic index.

on7y;, from Planck [61]. The CMB angular power Spectrum e note that if we update the value &f used in the ear-

Cl‘_;W in the Sachs-Wolfe approximation for a scale-invariantjier pispectrum calculatiof [49] to the currently adoptedire
primordial power spectrum fab is of R [68] then the magnetic energy density bispectrum yields

2 ) A a tighter upper limit ofBy < 30 nG. The trispectrum con-
SW _ 2 2 _ @ ~
o = 9 /k dk Py (k)j; (kre) = (l+1) (65)  straint we calculated abovB, < 19 nG, seems significantly

here A is th litude of | tential perturbai stronger than the bisectrum constraint (by a factor of 1.6).
\'/rvhiirgivs;s € amplitude of scaiar potential perturba 'OnS'However, since the energy density bispectrum calculaiéh [

was performed, th¢!?¢ two-sigma upper limit has tightened
T4 (L) ~ 25 CEY CEW C5Y o huy i husi s from ~ 100 (WMAPS5) [87] to 74 (WMAP?7) [88] to 14.3
3 (Planck 2013) [61]. Recalculation of the magnetic field con-

hiyp i, i i straint from the magnetic energy density bispectrum, now us

’&‘25A%TNL

la(ly + Dla(la + 1 L(L + 1) ing flo¢ < 14.3, yields By < 22 nG. We see that the corre-
~ 25 A3 Ty hiLi, hiseu, spond[ng magnetk_: energy density tri.spectrum limit (19 nG)
Ii(lh + Dia(la + 1)3(13 + 1) found in this work is, nevertheless, slightly stronger tfae
Ll + D)is(ls + 1) updated bispectrum limit.

la(ls + DL(L+1)

hini; g (66) B. Limits from Magnetic Energy Density - Collinear
Ii(ly + Dla(lo + 1)is(ls + 1) © Configuration
where we also define a factor ¢ =
[[1(ly + D)iz(l3 + )] /[l4(ls + 1) L(L +1)] which is of We have also calculated the magnetic energy density
order unity for many configurations. To calculate the valfie o trispectrum considering all the angular terms that appear f
Ag we begin with the most recefanck 2013 data release the collinear configuration (case Il). Comparing the celin
value for the amplitude of scalar curvature perturbatioms o configuration energy density trispectrum [EQl(47) to theainfl
[29] A, = 2.2 x 102 at a pivot scalé, = 0.05 Mpc~'. For  tionary trispectrum Ed.(67) leads to upper limits on the pri
the purpose of the Sachs-Wolfe contribution we then caleula mordial magnetic field 0B, < 20 nG, having employed the
the scalar amplitude at the larger scaldgf= 0.002 Mpc™'  positive-sided limitry; < 2,800 [61]. This By limit from
using thePlanck 2013 value for the scalar spectral index the collinear configuration trispectrum that considersfthie
ns = 0.96. After converting from curvature to potential we mode-coupling integral over all angular terms is similattie
getAs = 6.96 x 10710, Hence, we find the amplitude for the limit above from case I: onlg-independent angular terms for
Sachs-Wolfe contribution to the standard CMB trispectrumany equal-sided configuration.
sourced by inflationary perturbations to be

z25A%TNL

! —o7 hi,pis hispi, . ] _
T,Y2(L) ~84x10“'1 . C. Limits from Scalar Anisotropic Stress
tty (1) NET 0+ Dia(ls + Dis(s + 1) ¢

. : The trispectrum from magnetic scalar anisotropic stress
Equation[(6F) is of the same form as Hg.l(46) and Eqg. (48) fo 105 :
the magnetic field-induced trispectra, facilitating dtream- Eq.@) was found_ to be0 times larger than_ the_ trispec-
parison of trispectra values. trum from magnetic energy density. Comparing it with the

trispectrum from inflationary perturbations (Eq.67) gives
much stronger magnetic field constraint of
A. Limits from Magnetic Energy Density - Case | By <0.9nG, (68)

We can put upper limits on the primordial magnetic field by using the positive-sided limity;, < 2,800 from the Planck
comparing the magnetic energy density trispectrum Eql. (462013 data releask [61].
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This By < 0.9 nG limit is over two and a half times as E. Limits from Inflationary Magnetic Curvature Mode
strong as thd3, limit (2.4 nG) obtained from th&l s bispec-

trum [59]. In addition, fogthose theories of inflation, whic Recently, Bonvin et al. [[6Z, 89] have found a magnetic
lead tory, = (6/5fnv1)” we could perhaps uselthe rela- mode in the curvature perturbation that is present only when
tively tlghtlscr limits onfyy ... The two-sigma limits orf’; are  magnetic fields are generated at inflation. This magneticemod
—8.9 < fyf < 14.3, obtained from searching for the CMB 5 always scale-invariant and is absent when magnetogenesi
primordial bispectrum signal iRlanck 2013 datal[61]. This occurs causally e.g. via a phase transition. This inflation-

gives a primordial magnetic field limit of ary magnetic mode is seen to exist in addition to the compen-
sated and passive modes and dominates over them in the CMB
By < 0.7nG, (69) anisotropy. The ratio of the passive mode power spectrum to

the new inflationary magnetic mode power spectrum is pro-

for both the negative and positivé?; limits separately. We Portionaltoe? wheree ~ 1072 is the inflationary slow-roll pa-
employ the local configuratiofiy 1, limits as the uncertainties rameter. We calculate the passive to inflationary power-spec
oy, in the other orthogonal and equilateral configurationsi'um ratio using the relation given between Equations (48) a

are about an order of magnitude larger. 46) in Bonvin et al. [62], fom — —3,
i 2n+6
Clp:lsswe e ln2<&) (E) T (—n — 2)
infl. mag. — 3

crrTs ) \m) T3

D. Limits from Scalar Anisotropic Stress - Flat-Sky o (M
x 12716 1n (—> , (72)

o

We can also compare the flat-sky calculation of the scala{ find
anisotropic stress trispectrum to the trispectrum fromainfl ofin
tionary perturbations (E§._67) and obtain magnetic fieldtm (passive
l

using the negative-sided limit ¢fy 1| < 2,800 to get ~ 4.7 %1075, (73)

By £ 0.6 -0.8nG. (70) " Now consider the magnetic CMB trispectrum sourced by this
inflationary magnetic mode. We assume the trispectra ratio

The range of magnetic field upper limits reflects the rangescales approximately as the power spectrum ratio squackd an
of o values (-84.6 to -14.2) in Tabl€(lll) for different con- magnetic field constraint will come from one-eighth power of
figurations of the flat-sky trispectrum. As before, we maytrispectra ratio. The magnetic field constraint is then fbun
again consider those theories of inflation which leaghtp =  to be significantly stronger than from magnetic passive mode
(6/5 fNL)2 and use the relatively tighter limits ofivz, i.e  (i.e. scalar anisotropic streBs;) roughly by a factor (4.7 x
—8.9 < flov < 14.3 [61] to place magnetic field upper limits 107°)7%-2% ~ 12. The magnetic field upper limit from the
of inflationary magnetic mode CMB trispectrum is then

By < 0.4 —0.6nG, (71) By £0.05nG i.e By < 50 picoGauss  (74)

For this inflationary magnetic mode, the trispectrum, as
where we take the combined effect of the slightly differentyell as other CMB correlations, give magnetic field uppeklim
(positive and negative) limits fofy ., as well as the range of s that are an order of magnitude stronger than those dkrive
values ofo to arrive at the range dB, upper limits. from the magnetic passive mode (scalar anisotropic stress)

For magnetic scalar anisotropic stress, the flat-sky tcispe alone. Clearly, the new inflationary magnetic mode preskente
tra values give magnetic field upper limits that are slightlyby Bonvin et al. [62] seems to place stronger constraints on
stronger but consistent with the sub-nanoGauss valuegederi primordial magnetic fields from its CMB correlations and we

from the full-sky trispectrum. hope to return to this in greater detail in future work.
|
VIIl. CONCLUSIONS data, the magnetic scalar trispectrum enables us to pléce su
nanoGauss upper limits on the strength primordial magnetic
fields.

We have presented the full calculation for the CMB trispec-
trum sourced by primordial magnetic field scalar modes, first Magnetic energy density gives rise to a trispectrum of mag-
reported in our Letter [60]. In addition, we have calculatednitude~ 1029, for s-independent terms. Also, the collinear
the scalar anisotropic stress trispectrum in the flat-gkytli  configuration trispectrum for energy density, includinigeal-
Together with recent improved observational constraimts o gular terms, gives a result that is very similar to the case of
primordial non-Gaussianity from thBlanck mission 2013 s-independent terms for energy density.



13

TABLE IV. Comparison of upper limits on primordial magnetields from magnetic mode contributions to the CMB power sjgebispectra
and trispectra (this work). We quote limits derived for ede scale-invariant magnetic fields and an early generatpmch (0** GeV) for
magnetic passive modes.

CMB Probe Magnetic modes Magnetic field upper liBit (nG) Reference
Power Spectrum  scalar, vector & tensor 3.4 _[29]
Bispectrum energy density 22 [49]
Bispectrum scalar anisotropic stress 2.4 __[59]
Bispectrum vector 10 _[52]
Bispectrum tensor 3.2 _[55]
Trispectrum energy density 19 this work
Trispectrum scalar anisotropic stress 0.6 this work
Trispectrum  magnetic inflationary mode 0.05 this work; ggbR]

@ The magnetic field upper limit fron [49] has been updated wWithcurrent values foR and current upper limit fof 7,

For magnetic scalar anisotropic stress, we find a trispecper limit from the magnetic CMB power spectrum combining
trum of magnitude~ 107!, which is ten orders of mag- scalar, vector and tensor modes: 3.4 nG filianck mission
nitude larger than the magnetic energy density trispectrun2013 datal[29] and~ 2-6 nG) from WMAP datal [30=33].
We also present an independent flat-sky limit calculation ofNon-Gaussian correlations like the bispectrum and eslbecia
this trispectrum with its angular structure that yieldsigtgly ~ the trispectrum are better able to constrain primordiahums
larger trispectrum of magnitucke 1018, logical magnetic fields than the CMB power spectrum.

The magnetic energy density trispectrum allows us to place
stronger upper limits on the primordial magnetic field com- . .
pared to a similar calculation with the magnetic energy den- Finally, we have utilized the recently uncovered magnetic

sity bispectrum [49=51]. Further, the much larger trispet infllationary mode]EZ] as a source for the CMB trispectrum..
due to magnetic scalar anisotropic stress leads to theetight 11iS New magnetic mode dominates over both energy density

constraint so far on large scale magnetic fields-00.6 nG. and scalar anisotropi(_: stress and_ Iead_s to an ord_er_of magni-
This is approximately four times as strong as the corresfponc}Ude stronger constraint on the pr|mqrdlal magnetic f'?"*"f

ing upper limit from our previous bispectrum calculation ( 0'0.5 nG. Further deta_lled |nve_st|gat|qn of the role this mag
2.4 nG) [59]. We note that the vector and tensor mode bis€tic mode can play in sourcing various CMB correlations
pectra have been calculated numerically [52/58, 55] anel giv\Vill P& important.

magnetic field limits ofv 3-10 nG. Recently, polarization bis-
pectra[55] constraints on magnetic fields have been fotecas
to be ~ 2-3 nG from expectedlanck mission CMB polar-
ization data. However, the scalar temperature trispectaim
culated in this work gives stronger magnetic fields constsai
compared to the various kinds of bispectra that have been ¢

Table [TM) summarizes the current constraints on primor-
dial magnetic fields derived from various probes using CMB
anisotropies, Thus, the CMB trispectrum is a new and more
owerful probe of large scale primordial magnetic fields in

culated (see Table{lV)). The trispectrum’s sensitivity dze he Universe.

illustrated by the magnetic to inflationary scalar trispeict

ratio, which is~ 10 compared to- 0.1 for the ratio of mag- Future consideration of magnetic vector and tensor modes
netic to inflationary scalar bispectra (takiffg;, ~ 10 and in the trispectrum is likely to give additional constrairts

By ~ 3nG). primordial magnetic fields. Further improvement in magneti

We also note that the magnetic field upper limit at megafield constraints is also possible from bettgr, constraints
parsec scales derived from just the scalar mode magnettbat may emerge from a detailed analysis of the Ridinck
CMB trispectrum is already several times better than the upmission data.
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Each operator ternX from 1 to 16 generates its own sep-

Appendix: A arate angular term expressi. When summed over all

X this yields the angular term expressidyy,, wherel takes
In this Appendix we present the complete expressions fovalues 1 to 6 in the six term mode-coupling intedeal, ., | ;
all angular terms generated by the sixteen operators gresenelow.

8
1!11234 = W /dBSM(S)M(lkl + 8|) [M(|k1 +ks+ 8|) (M(|k2 - Sl)}—(l) + M(|k4 - 'S|)]:(2))

+M (k1 + k2 + s|) (M(|ks — s|)Fz) + M(|ks — s|)Fa)
+M(|ky + kq + s|) (M(|k2 — s|)F5) + M(|ks — s|)Fe)) }

As seen in Eq.[(29), the angular term expressiBrgenerated by operat to| 5| will carry a prefactor of (-3), angular term
expressions generated [/ to will carry a prefactor of (9), angular term expressions gatesl b to will carry

a prefactor of (-27) and the angular term expressions gtmbt}y will have a prefactor of (81). For clarity, we suppress
these prefactors while writing out the full angular term eegsions below. The angles involved in these expressioresiieen
defined earlier in Equations (11}, {12) and in TafBle (I).

The angular terms for opera are

M= "1+ (0 + a3 +0ag+ B3+ B85 +7) — (1B + ara6Bs + azaevs + B2B676) + a1z Bevs
=—1+ (af +of + g+ 81 + 55 + €§) — (rafa + araefs + asases + abses) + 10 Psce
=—1+ (af+0o3+ai+ 85+ B2 +62) — (asBs + arasfBs + azasds + B36505) + arasPsds
=1+ (af +of +0d + 81 + B85 + €3) — (1ufu + a1a585 + asases + BaBses) + onouPses
=—14 (of + 03 + a3 + B3 + 87 +17) — (122 + cnazfB7 + asaryr + Bafryr) + croafryr
=—1+ (af+ 03 + a7+ 65+ B7 +67) — (1asBs + ararfy + asardy + BsBr67) + arasBror. (A1)
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The angular terms for opera are

[~]

_2 _ _ _

L —a) —F, +amfy, — 7y [T~ as — Bife + a1 f,a0]

— A [As — Qs — 8486 + 10aBs] + V44 [v6 — azag — B2 + arora By
_9 _2 — _ — —

L =By =X +BeMBy —  @a[as—Byon — Mag + Bshaa]

— €4 [€4 — ByBa — Macs + BoBucs] + QuEs[on — a1fs — ases + Boorieg]

—
—
—

&

—~
N
—

&

—~
w
=

_ =2 _ = - = _ — —
1 =@ —f; +ai@fBy — 04[0s—qaz — Byfs + ar1fias)

— Fa [Fa — Qgas — B4 05 + a1tafls] + 04Fs [05 — asas — B35 + arasfs)

&

—
N
=

—2 . _ = _ - — _ _
1 =By —F{ +0BsFaBy — @l —fiar —Faas + fsFacu |

— & [€4 — PaPs —Faes + Bsfaes]  + QuEa o — a1 fs — ases + B es)

&

—~
ot
=

1 —af -7 taay, — By [34 — Qg — 7,402 + aaYon |
— Xa [Xa — Quar =477 + ao@ayr] + BaXa [Br — arar — Bayr + agar ]
1 —ai - 3421 +az@ds  — BBy —auar —84Ps + azdsa]
— X4 [Xa — Qe — 0467 + agtiadr| + ByX4[Br — c1ar — B3dr + asasdr]. (A.2)

&

—~
(=2
=

The angular terms for opera are

[«]

1 —a; —7%3; +obsy; — B [Bg — a3 — Y32 + 04273041}

—
—
—

— A3 [As — Qzas — V376 + 20376 + B3As [Bs — aras — Baye + aaq1e)

&

—~

1 —03 —& fouases — Py [B; —dsar —Efs + auesa]

—

— X3 [As — Qs — €366 + aulises] + B33 [Bs — arag — Pacs + aaieg)

&

—~
w
=

1 - B§ —R3 4 BsBsRs — a3 [a3 — Bzon — Raas + BsRaan)
— 03 [03 — B3B3 — R3bs + BsBsds| + Qsds[as — a1 fs — asds + Bs1ds)

_ -2 _ = o — =
1 —a3 —PB; +aasf; — € [es — Az — B3fa + 1 fzau]

— Fs [R3 — Gsas — B3fs + ondisfs] + €3Fs 65 — auas — Bafls + araufs)

&

—
N
=

[«]

_ -2 _ 5 = _ — —
1 —a —f; +aim@fy — 73 [T — @ag — B30 + a1 fyas]

A
ot
&
I

— X3 [X3 — @7 — BaBr + aa@sBr] + F3Xs [v7 — aear — B2Br + arazfBy]

:

=

_2 _ _
1 - B3 - Y% + B7B3Xs — Qs [53 — Bya1 — Xzar + B7Y3a1}
— 03 [03 — B3B3 — X307 + BrB307] + Qsds[as — a1fs — ardr + Brandy). (A.3)

—



The angular terms for opera are

_2 —92 _
= L =0y =X +Bebare —
— BaB2 — X276 + BeBave] + @ o2 — a1 B2 — agve + Becive)

—2
1 —a;

Qo [@2 — Byon — Ao + Beaov |

— a2 [72

:

—~

) _ _ _

— By +outafy — €[ — ooy — Byfa + o1 Brau]
— X2 [A2 — @aas — Boffs + u@affs] + €22 [e6 — urs — BafBs + 1]
Eg [Bz — 020

— Fa [R2 — Gaas — 8205 + asliads| + ByRa [B5 — cras — Bsds + s bs)

=

[~]

2 — — —
1 — Oz% — 52 + 013@252 — — 52ﬂ3 + 035201]

,\
w
&
I

[~]

1 —@ —& foutaes — Py [By —(aon — E2fs + aubaon|

—~
=~
=
Il

— Ro [R2 — Qoqis — €265 + aulines] + BoRa [B5 — aras — Pies + auaqes)
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—

—~
—

o

N

—~
—

w

—~
=

o

W

—~
Z

ot

—~
faid

-

&

—~
ot
faid

1
— 72 [72

Fd=

(6)

(€]

- By [By

A
|
[
=)
—_

=T
|
—

— B (B

(6)

031 — B3P,

034 — B3P,

_2 . -
- By - X% + B7B2X2 —
— BafB2 — Xov7r + BrBay7] + @2y [az — a1fe — aryr + Branvyr]

1 [B

O34 — @3ty — Rz (R4 — a500)

ay [, — Baa1 — Xaa7 + BrX201]

The angular terms for opera are

The angular terms for opera are

—-a; - Bg + B, — 0O [32 — oz — Byfls + 04132043}
= Xa [Xo — Q207 — Byfr + a1@aB7] + 02X, [07 — asar — Bsfr + arasfy] . (A.4)
— 7? — Xf + ’}/671X1 — al [61 — 71042 — Xlaﬁ + ")/leozg]
=182 — MBs +767186] + @1y [a1 — a2z — a8 + Yer2Bs]
— 6% — X? =+ 66€1X1 — 61 [al — 310[4 — XlOAG =+ €6X1a4]
— €181 — MBs + €6€186] + 1B [ — B — a6 fBs + €6aa B
— 3? — R +0501FK1  — oy [@) — 0103 — Rias + 05Fas]
— 0183 —F1fBs + 050185] + @1By [oq — o3B3 — asB5 + S5z fs)]
-8 —F teaaR — 00 —foy —Fias + esR1ay]
— € By —F1Ps + es€1Bs] + 1By (o1 — auBs — asBs + €505
-7 —Xi X — @@ — Y02 — Xia7 + 77X 0]
=182 — X187 + ¥ 71 B7] + @By lon — e — azfr + yraaf]
- 31 —Xi +0:00x; — @ [an — bz — Xy07 + 57X )
— B1 [B1 — 0183 — X187 + 6701587 + @upBy [a1 — asPs — arfr + drasfBr] . (A.5)
— 4 (3 — B2B3) — @ (A3 — a1 B3) + V4 (A3 — a1 83) ] (034 — AsAa)
O34 — Qsty — B3By + a10aBs) (034 — €584 — AsAa + €6€4A3)
By (B — o1@s) + Fafs (B3 — cnis)] (f34 — 304)
— B3 (By — a1ti) + RsfBs (B, — cn@ia) | (B34 — €3E4)
— 3 (V4 — B2B4) — @3 (qs — a1By) + Vs (A — 18,)] (034 — X3X4)
O34 — qiz0s — B3By + c1@sB,) (034 — 0304 — XXy + 0703Xy) - (A.6)

i

[
(
[034 — Qs0y — Fa (F3 — asaiz) —
[
[
(
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The angular terms for opera@ are

T

—
—
—

= [f2s — Moty — Ay (A2 — a62) — By (By — c1@2) + Aafs (By — c1@z)] (B24 — ¥o74)

5

—~
N
—

024 — qo0y — A2 (A1 — als) — By (B4 — 1) + Ao (By — 1@s)] (624 — E2€4)

024 — BBy — 04 (62 — BsBy) — s (2 — a1 By) + dacvs (@2 — 01 By) | (A2a — RoFs)

-

—
=

5

—
N
=

&

=

024 — Tally — B2y + a1@2f3y) (024 — Vo4 — XoXa + ¥772X4)

—

[
[
[
(024 — Cptiy — ByfBy + 1 @ufy) (Pos — €24 — FoFy + €5€4F2)
(
[

-

—~
(=2
=

024 — BoBy — 02 (64 — BsB,) — Oz (s — a1 By) + d2avs (A — 1 By) ] (B2a — XaXa) - (A7)

The angular terms for opera are

8

—~
—
—

= 923 — 6263 — 3233 + 0415233) (923 - 7273 — XQX:; =+ ’}/672X3)
023 — ByB3 — €2 (€3 — aBls) — T2 (A3 — 1 Bs) + oy (A3 — a1 B3) ] (f2s — A2As)

(
[
(023 — qais — By B3 + 13 f3y) (23 — 6203 — RaKs + 0503K2)
[
[
[

5

—~
»o
—

5

—~
w
=

5

—~
=~
=

023 — ByBs — €5 (€2 — Pafy) — O3 (Mo — 1 By) + €304 (A2 — a1 By) ] (P — RaRs)

5

—~
ot
faid

023 — a3 — X3 (Yo — a702) — B3 (Bg — a102) + X367 (Bg - 04152)} (623 — Fo773)

5

—~
D
=

023 — qals — X (X3 — a7i3) — By (B3 — a10i3) + X7 (B3 — a1diz) ] (B23 — 203) - (A.8)

The angular terms for opera are

5
f% = (614 — @10y — X, (X1 — 7@i1) — 04 (61 — agdin) + X467 (61 — agair) ] (614 — B1By) - (A.9)

i
o
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—
N
o —

A — 04651) — €5 (€1 — audly) + A€ (€1 — 04451)] (913 - 3133)
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A
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2
I

A
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A
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I
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The angular terms for opera are
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The angular terms for opera are

)i
=
E

I
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The angular terms for opera are
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The angular terms for opera are

= (014 — 8184 — Mda + B6B1Aa) (br2 — @ @2) (f2a — 7274)
= (612 — 1By — Mo + B6B1A2) (bra — G10) (Bos — €2€4)
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The angular terms for opera are

(623 — 0203) (624 — X2 Xa) -
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A2A3 + Y672 M) (012 — A1) (f1s — B, 5s3)

B3) (623 — A2As)

B1B3) (615 — anais)
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021 — 7974) (034 — AzAs)
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