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Abstract

We consider a model of inflation consisting a triplet of U(1) vector fields with the parity
violating interaction which is non-minimally coupled to inflaton. The vector field sector
enjoys global O(3) symmetry which admits isotropic configuration and provides not only
vector modes but also scalar and tensor modes. We decompose the scalar perturbations into
the adiabatic, entropy and isocurvature perturbations and compute all power spectra and
cross correlations of the scalar and the tensor sectors. The tensor modes associated with
the vector fields contribute to the power spectrum of gravitational waves while the parity
violating term generates chirality in gravitational power spectra and bispectra. We study
nonlinear scalar and tensor perturbations and compute all bispectra and three-point cross-
correlations. In particular, it is shown that the non-Gaussianity of curvature perturbations
and gravitational waves are enhanced by the vector field perturbations. We show that non-
Gaussianities put strong constraints on the model parameters such as the parity violating
coupling and the fractional energy of the vector fields.
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1 Introduction

The simplest models of inflation are based on a scalar field which slowly rolls on top of a nearly
flat potential. Among the basic predictions of the models of inflation are that the primordial
fluctuations are nearly scale invariant, nearly Gaussian and nearly adiabatic which are well con-
sistent with cosmological observations [I], 2, 3]. While inflation is the leading paradigm for early
universe cosmology and a working setup for generating the observed large scale structures, yet
it is still a phenomenological scenario looking for a deeper theoretical understanding. It is an
important open question as how inflation may be embedded in a more fundamental theory of
high energy physics, perhaps with some links to physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) or
quantum gravity. In particular one may expect more fields or fields different than scalar fields
during inflation. Indeed, vector/gauge fields are ubiquitous in theories of high energy physics and
in SM. In this regard, it is reasonable to look for the imprints of beyond SM vector/gauge fields
during inflation.

In recent years, the roles of vector/gauge fields in the context of inflationary models are widely
studied. One may generally classify these models in two categories: i) inflation is mainly driven
by a scalar field while there are some vector fields which either interact with inflaton or are pure
spectator fields so that they do not contribute to the inflationary background, ii) vector fields
play the role of inflaton and drive inflation. In the first type of models, the vector field may not
necessarily be isotropic. One possibility is that vector fields do not have a vacuum expectation
value (vev) and show up only at the level of perturbations. For instance, in inflationary scenarios
with a pseudoscalar [4, [5, [0, [7, 8], a U(1) vector field is coupled to an axion-like inflaton field and
produces chiral gravitational waves (GWs). It is also possible that a U(1) vector field acquires
a vev during inflation. The most well-known example of this type is the so-called anisotropic
inflation where a U(1) gauge field is non-minimally coupled to the inflaton field [9} 10} 1T, 12} 13|
14]. Among the second types of models are isotropic vector inflation scenario where inflation can
be realized from a bunch of massive vector fields [15] or models with non-Abelian gauge fields
with SU(2) gauge symmetry [16, [I7]. The interesting point of these models is that they admit
isotropic background and, therefore, can be responsible for both the background evolution and
the generation of perturbations in an inflationary setup. Note, however, that models of massive
vector inflation usually suffer from some pathologies [1§].

Our setup in this work is mostly related to the first type which is an isotropic extension of
the combination of the pseudoscalar inflation and anisotropic inflation setups. In both of these
models, the inflaton field is coupled to a U(1) vector field but through different coupling functions.
In pseudoscalar inflation, the coupling is axionic-like ¢ F; WF " where ¢ is the inflaton field with
a slow-roll potential, F),, is the strength tensor of the U(1) vector field and Fm is the dual of
F

pv-
initially nonzero vev for the vector field, it is diluted in an expanding background. In anisotropic

The vector field usually does not have a vev in this scenario. Even if one considers some

inflation, however, inflaton is non-minimally coupled to the vector field with interaction of the
form f(¢)*F,, F*. It is shown in [9] that by choosing an appropriate form of coupling f(¢), the
electric field energy density survives the inflationary expansion and will not be diluted. This is



shown to be an attractor solution in which the background electric field energy density furnishes
a small but a nearly constant fraction of the total energy density. Consequently, both curvature
perturbations and GW power spectra are affected by the vector field perturbations [19)].

In the presence of a single U(1) vector field with non-vanishing vev, the spacetime is anisotropic
in the form of Bianchi I Universe. With strong observational constraints on background anisotropy
[20, 21], one may wish to extend the models of anisotropic inflation to obtain isotropic inflationary
background. One suggestion is to extend the setup to multiple U(1) vector fields. It is well
known that having N vector fields, anisotropy scales as N~! which leads to the isotropic vector
field configuration for large N [I5]. The isotropic background can also be realized from three
orthogonal U(1) vector fields. The setup is locally like three U(1) vector fields while it enjoys
internal (global) O(3) symmetry which admits isotropic Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) solution [22] 23], 24]. Another possibility is to consider non-Abelian gauge symmetry
with a gauge symmetry homomorphic to the O(3) symmetry [25]. For the non-Abelian case the
simplest choice is SU(2) gauge symmetry [16]. Moreover, the isotropic extension of pseudoscalar,
known as chromo-natural inflation, is also investigated [26].

In this paper, we consider the isotropic extension of the anisotropic inflation model in which
inflaton is a scalar field that non-minimally couples to a triplet of vector fields which admits
isotropic background. In the presence of a non-minimal coupling between the inflaton and the
vector field we should consider not only the standard kinetic term F),, F'*” but also the parity
violating interaction FWF " since the latter is no longer a total derivative. One interesting
feature of the models with isotropic configuration of vector/gauge fields is the presence of two
extra tensor modes on top of the gravitational tensor modes. These tensor modes provide nonzero
shear anisotropy for the GWs at the level of linear perturbations [27, 28]. Even if we consider
gauge fields as spectator fields which do not contribute to the inflationary background dynamics,
they can still significantly change the spectrum of GWs. Recently, non-Gaussianity (NG) of
primordial GWs in the presence of pure spectator gauge fields in slow-roll scalar field inflation
are studied [29, [30] 311, 132} 33], 34, [35, B6]. In our model, vector fields are not spectator fields as
they contribute to the background energy density I # 0. Therefore, they change not only the
GWs NG but also curvature perturbations NG.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we present our setup with a
brief review of the background dynamics and the decomposition of perturbations in gravitational
and matter sectors. In Section [3| we decompose the scalar perturbations into the adiabatic and
entropy perturbations and calculate the curvature perturbations and the entropy perturbations
power spectra and their cross correlations. This analysis is extended to tensor perturbations in
Section [4] The bispectra of the curvature perturbations and GWs and mixed NG between them
are presented in Section [5| The three-point cross-correlations between vector fields modes and
curvature perturbations and GWs are found in Section [0} In Section [7] we compare our setup
with various models of inflation containing non-Abelian gauge fields followed by summary and
discussions in Section [§f Many technical details such as the quadratic and cubic actions and the
analysis of the in-in integrals are relegated to the appendices.



2 The model

In this section we present our model and briefly study the background inflationary dynamics.
We also present the Scalar-Vector-Tensor (SVT) decompositions of perturbations in gravitational
and matter sectors.

The model contains the inflaton field ¢ with a nearly flat potential V' (¢) and an orthogonal
triplet of U(1) vector fields A%, where a = 1,2,3 are the internal field space indices. The three
identical copies of U(1) fields have the local U(1) x U(1) x U(1) symmetry and internal (global)
O(3) symmetry which admits isotropic cosmological background solution [24, 37]. In our setup,
the vector fields A?, with field strength tensor F*,, = 0,4, — 9, A%, are non-minimally coupled
to the inflaton field through the coupling function f(¢) as follows (with the Planck mass Mp set
to unity)

5= / By =g [ R~ 0,000~ 2V(0) ~ 51(0) 3 (FwFl + 6F° W F)] (1)

3
=1

a

where pu,v = 0,..,3 denote the spacetime indices, R is the Ricci scalar, and Fanv
%\/—_gs‘“’”"F “po 1s the dual field of F¢,, with the totally antisymmetric tensor density e**"°.
The field indices a, b, ... are raised and lowered by the flat Cartesian metric d,, while the spatial
indices 7, j are raised and lowered by the spatial metric g;; which is different than the Cartesian
metric d,5. Finally the coupling constant 6 represents the parity violating term.

In Maxwell theory with no conformal coupling, the background vector field energy density
dilutes exponentially. In order to break the conformal invariance and to prevent the dilution of
background electric field energy density, the non-minimal coupling f(¢) is inserted to drag energy
from the inflaton sector to the vector fields sector. As shown in [9], with an appropriate form of the
conformal coupling f(¢), the system reaches an attractor regime in which the vector field energy
density remains a constant fraction of the total energy density. At the level of perturbations,
the vector field perturbations acquire a nearly scale invariant perturbations which can affect the
large scale curvature perturbations. In models of anisotropic inflation with one copy of vector
field, quadrupolar statistical anisotropy are generated [10, [I1], 12, 13}, 4] which are constrained by
the CMB observations [20], 21]. Our isotropic setup, however, would not produce any statistical
anisotropy by construction.

In the presence of a non-minimal coupling between the inflaton and vector fields we also
allowed the parity violating term F auyﬁa“” as well as the Maxwell term. In the absence of non-
minimal coupling, the latter is a topological term which does not contribute to the equations of
motion. However, it is no longer a boundary term in the presence of the non-minimal coupling][T]

The setup with the action (1)) is the isotropic extension of anisotropic inflation with the
parity violating interaction; for various works on anisotropic inflation see [44]. The internal O(3)

'We comment that the setup in the form of action but with a single copy of a pure spectator U(1) gauge
field (which does not contribute to the background dynamics) was studied in [39, 40], 41| [42]. For example, in
[39] it is shown that the problems associated with large scale primordial magnetic fields may be alleviated in that
scenario.



symmetry for the triplet of U(1) vector fields allows one to obtain an isotropic FLRW background.
This proposal was first put forward in [22, 23, 38] and in this work we extend this idea in various
directions. First, we allow for the violation of parity by adding the interaction with the coupling
6. Second, since the vector fields contribute to the background energy density, the curvature
perturbations are not solely determined by the perturbations of the inflaton but by a combination
of the perturbations of the inflaton field and the longitudinal scalar mode of the vector fields. We
therefore decompose our scalar modes into the adiabatic, entropy and isocurvature modes and
calculate their power spectra, bispectra and cross-correlations. Finally, we calculate the tensor
non-Gaussianities which were not studied in previous works. As we already mentioned in the
introduction, the extension of U(1) vector field to a triple of U(1) vector fields with global O(3)
symmetry provides extra tensor modes. These tensor modes, as we will see, drastically affect
tensor non-Gaussianities.

2.1 Cosmological background

In order to have isotropic and homogeneous background configuration, we consider the following
ansatz for the background vector fields [15] 43]

A% = Alt) oy, (2)
which is consistent with the spatially flat FLRW metric

ds® = —dt* + a(t)?8;;dr'da? (3)

where ¢ is the cosmic time, a(t) is the scale factor, and A(t) is the background value of the vector
field. The ansatz is isotropic and therefore it is not the most general configuration. In general,
one expects that initially the vector fields can have different background values and the setup
be anisotropic. However, it is shown in [38] that the configuration is the attractor solution
of the slow-roll inflationary background even if one starts with homogeneous anisotropic initial
configuration. Our setup can also be realized from the global limit of non-Abelian gauge fields
when the gauge coupling vanishes [24]. If the gauge fields do not contribute to the background
dynamics then they provide isocurvature scalar modes and tensor modes. In our model, however,
the vector fields contribute to the background, so they contribute to the curvature perturbations
as well. In a recent paper [45] it is shown that models which include scalar field as inflaton
and gauge fields as spectator are phenomenologically more viable than models that only includes
non-Abelian gauge fields.

Varying the action with respect to the vector fields A%, and then solving the resultant
equation with the background metric (3)), we find

A do (4)

:a_f2’

where a dot denotes derivative with respect to the cosmic time and ¢q is an integration constant.



Varying the action with respect to the metric gives the Einstein fields equations, which after
substitutions from Eq. , yield the following equations

1, 3 q
2 12 2 Yo
3H® = 2gz5 +V+2a4f2, (5)
. 1. 1 ¢?
2 _ (a2 —_40
2 +31° = — (56 V+2a4f2>, (6)

where H = a/a is the Hubble parameter. Note that the parity violating term does not contribute
to the background equations in isotropic configuration. In [46] a setup similar to this model
but containing three complex scalar fields charged under the three copies of the gauge fields are
studied. Since the parity violating term does not contribute to the background equations, the
background solutions here are exactly the same as those of [46] by setting the charge coupling
e =0 in [46]. So, here we only briefly review the background equations and refer the interested
reader to [40] for more details of background dynamics.

The energy density of the vector field pa = 3¢2/2a" f? cannot be large in comparison with the
total energy density pa + py >~ pp = @ /24 V. Otherwise, it destroys the slow-roll inflation. Let
us define the parameter I as the fraction of the background electric field energy density to the
inflaton energy density via

pa I H
== =—— 7
ps 20 T THY (7)
where € is the slow-roll parameter. Then it is shown in [9, 46] that by choosing the conformal
coupling f(¢) in the form
2 Vv
- < [ Xy )
/(@) eXp(l—I/V¢ 0. ®)

the system reaches the attractor solution in which the vector field energy density remains a small
but a constant fraction of the total energy density. Note that the above choice is one working
example for any inflationary model based on slow-roll potentials [9] while for non-slow-roll models
one may look for other possibilities. The parameter I is expected to be very small to allow for an
attractor solution at the background [46]. We will also see this fact at the level of perturbations.
One can show that in the slow-roll limit with small 7, the potential is related to the Hubble
expansion rate via [40]

V($) ~ 3H? (1 _ %(2 + 1)) . 9)

2.2 Cosmological perturbations

Due to internal O(3) symmetry, the so-called SVT theorem is applicable here and we can de-
compose the perturbations into the scalar, vector, and tensor types in both gravity and matter
sectors. Since there are vector modes in the matter sector, the vector perturbations are dynamical
in our scenario. They, however, completely decouple from the scalar and tensor modes thanks
to the internal O(3) symmetry and they will decay after inflation. Here we then only consider



the scalar and tensor types perturbations which are enough to look at the spectra of curvature
perturbations and primordial GWs.

Scalar and tensor perturbations around the background configuration and are given
by [46]

§AY0 = 0A% = 0,Y , 0AY 60 = 0Aiq = 6Q 61 + 0,0, M + €030U + tia,  (10)
dgoo = —2a, 0g0i = a0;3, 8gi; = a*(216;5 + 20,0, E + i5)

where (Y,0Q, M,U, a, 8,9, E) are scalar modes and (7;;,t;,) are tensor modes which satisfy the
transverse and traceless conditions

In addition, there is the inflaton field scalar perturbation d¢.
Not all of these scalar modes are real physical degrees of freedom. The diffeomorphism invari-
ance of the action allows us to work in the spatially flat gauge

=0, and E=0. (12)

Moreover, the model enjoys the local symmetry A%, — A%, —d,A%. Decomposing A* into
A* = 0N + A9 with 0,A¢ = 0, this local symmetry implies

0A*, — 6A%, — 0,0"A — 0, A7, (13)
which after substituting from Eq. yields
Y -Y—-A, M- M-A. (14)

All other perturbations in decomposition are invariant under the local symmetry . The
above transformations show that still one scalar mode is not an independent physical degree of

freedom and we fix the gauge by
M=0. (15)

In conclusion, after fixing the gauges, we are left with six scalar modes (Y,0Q, U, «, 3,0¢).

The tensor modes are all gauge invariant and there is no need for gauge fixing.

Note that since the setup enjoys global O(3) symmetry then the scalar and tensor modes
evolve separately at the linear order of perturbations. However, they will mix at higher orders,
for example when calculating non-Gaussianities.

3 Linear scalar perturbations

In this section, we study linear scalar perturbations and obtain all two-point correlation functions
including power spectrum of curvature perturbations, power spectrum of entropy perturbations,
and cross-correlations between curvature perturbations and entropy perturbations.

7



After fixing all gauges in and ([15]), we have six scalar modes (Y,6Q,U, , 3,d¢) among
which (Y, «, §) are non-dynamical, i.e. they appear with no time derivatives in quadratic action.
As a result, from their algebraic equations of motion, we can express them in terms of dynam-
ical modes (0Q, U, d¢). Plugging these solutions into the quadratic action, we can integrate out
these non-dynamical modes and obtain the quadratic action in terms of the dynamical modes.
Moreover, since the vector fields contribute to the background dynamics, curvature perturba-
tion receives contributions not only from inflaton perturbations d¢ but also from vector field
perturbation 0(Q) as we will explicitly show in the next subsection.

3.1 Adiabatic/entropy decomposition

The details of the calculations of the quadratic actions are presented in appendix [B] For the scalar
modes to leading order in small parameters I and ¢, the quadratic action is given by
5% = 3 [araa[55? - @80y + S0+ 2005 +3G° - (050 + 550G (16)
+ 9U™ — (90U)? + %802 + %\/7(@ —270Q )66 + %9(\/78%+ 8@)80],
where we have defined

56 = ado, 0Q =V2[6Q . U=V2fU. (17)

The new fields 0¢ and 6Q are canonically normalized while U is not canonically normalized but
oU is as it is clear from Eq. . This is the reason why we show the latter with a tilde and not
with a bar. After going to the Fourier space, we define the canonically normalized field associated
to the mode U.

From Eq. we see that the vector field A% has a background value and therefore it con-
tributes to the background energy density. As a result the vector field cannot be treated as a test
field and it contributes to the curvature perturbations. To see this fact explicitly, let us look at
the comoving curvature perturbations R given by

R =4+ Hou, (18)

where 1) represents the spatial curvature defined in and du is the velocity potential defined
as 01! = (p + p)d;0u with p and p being the total background energy density and pressure of
the system. By expanding the energy-momentum tensor with scalar perturbations defined in Eq.
(10) and going to the spatially flat gauge defined in with ¢ = 0, we obtain

V2fASQ + ad'dp
2f2A’2 + a2¢/2 :

Rewriting the background quantities in terms of the parameter I defined in and then

R=—aH

(19)

expanding for small values of I, the leading contributions are obtained to be
H — -
R = —g[(1—1)5¢—\/75c2 . (20)

8



This result is consistent with our intuition about the curvature perturbations since from Eq.
(7) we see that the ratio of the energy density of vector fields to the total energy density is
proportional to I and the contribution from the vector field to the curvature perturbations is
proportional to /T in the above relation.

Our model then can be interpreted as a multiple field model of inflation and, in analogy to
the logic of [47], we can decompose the scalar modes into the adiabatic and the entropy modes.
The adiabatic mode is proportional to the curvature perturbations, and inspired by Eq. , we

define it as follows
00 = cos ¥ 5 + sin) 6Q) , (21)

where we have defined the angular variable 9 via
cos =vV1—-1, sint) = —V/T . (22)

We then define the entropy mode to be orthogonal to the adiabatic mode in the field space
as follows
05 = —sind §¢ + cos v 6Q) . (23)

From Eqgs. , and , we first see that the above decomposition corresponds to a
rotation in the field space with the constant angle ¥ = —tan~'(v/I/v/1 —I). Second, it shows
that the adiabatic mode is mostly dominated by d¢ while the entropy mode obtains most of its
contributions from 6Q. The comoving curvature perturbations for single field inflation can be
recovered if we set I = 0.

Substituting from Egs. and into Eq. , we find the following expression for the

comoving curvature perturbations

H do
R = ——cosv <—0> , (24)
10} a
and in the same manner and from , we can define the normalized entropy perturbations as
follows
H ds
S =——cos? (—S> . (25)
[0} a

The variables R and S in Egs. and are more closely related to the observable quantities.
In practice, however, it is easier to work with the adiabatic and entropy modes do and ds. Thus,
we perform the computations with respect to do and ds and then translate the results back to
the quantities R and S at the end.

Substituting the adiabatic and entropy modes defined in Egs. and into the quadratic
action , the quadratic action for the scalar modes in terms of the adiabatic and entropy modes
is given by

1 — — 2 2 | T2 o 2 35
R 5/dT d*z [50 — (9d0)* + ﬁ(l —41)d0" + s — (0ds)” + ﬁ(l +61)0s (26)
) L2 - o 7
+0U"* — (00U)* + §3U2 + %\/750(255 — 708 ) + ;9(2 + 1)06s0U | ,

9



where 7 = [ dt/a(t) is the conformal time and a primes denotes derivative with respect to the
conformal time. In the above relation, the superscript SS shows that the action is quadratic
containing two scalar modes. We use this notation throughout this paper to label the order and
type of modes in expanded actions, Lagrangians, and Hamiltonians.

Before calculating the power spectra some comments are in order. The adiabatic modes do
is directly coupled to the entropy modes s via the exchange vertex interaction of the order of
V1. This implies that the entropy modes induce corrections proportional to I in the two-point
function of adiabatic modes. On the other hand, adiabatic mode do is not directly coupled to the
isocurvature modes . This can be understood if we note that U, defined in , corresponds
to the perturbations of the magnetic part of the vector fields. The ansatz only provides non-
vanishing electric field in the background and cannot provide background magnetic field. Then,
the scalar mode U does not have background value and this is the reason why it does not directly
couple to the adiabatic mode. In this view, U is a pure isocurvature mode. However, it couples
to the entropy modes through the parity violating interaction with exchange vertex labeled by
f. Therefore, it would indirectly induce some corrections on the two-point function of adiabatic
modes. In other words, U interacts with ds through exchange vertex @ while ds interacts with
0o through exchange vertex I. Then, U induces corrections proportional to I6 in the two-point
function of adiabatic modes do. We will confirm these qualitative arguments in details in the
next subsection.

3.2 Power spectra and cross correlations

As we have already mentioned, the consistency of the background analysis requires that I to be
small so all interactions that include a factor of I can be treated perturbatively by means of the
standard in-in formalism. However, we see that the term %‘98%80 in the quadratic Lagrangian
is independent of I. The parity violating interaction does not contribute to the background
dynamics so a priori there is no constraint on the value of 8. We, therefore, cannot treat this
term perturbatively at this stage. Since this term induces a mixing between the modes ds and U
we have to diagonalize the action with respect to the modes ds and U.

To perform the diagonalization analysis we go to the Fourier space

d3k ,
6X(7,x) = / 6X (1, ke (27)
(2m)?
where § X (7,x) is an arbitrary perturbation, which can be either a scalar or a tensor mode, k is
the wave vector, k = |k| is the magnitude of the wave vector, and § X (7, k) is the corresponding
Fourier amplitude. Then the diagonalization is better expressed in terms of the new entropy fields

2Indeed, both of the modes ds and U are isocurvature modes as they are not adiabatic. We, however, call ds
as entropy mode while we call U as isocurvature mode. This allows us to discriminate the mode ds which directly
interacts with the curvature perturbations from the mode U which does not directly interact with the curvature
perturbations.

10



dsy related linearly to ds and U via
0s = —(0sy —ds_), U=kU=—=(0sy +0s_), (28)

where U is the canonically normalized field associated to the scalar mode U.
Performing the above transformation into the quadratic action it is straightforward to
show that the quadratic action takes the following form

558 = %/drd%{ 5o — (1& - %(1 - 41))5_02

T

2 4
+5s'+2 - <k2 — S(+30) +~ko(2+ J))ési
2 4
2 —_— — _—
+05. (k S(1+30) = ~k0(2 + 1))5

T

12
\/_\/—50(258+ — 785! — 26s_ + 16" ) — —2[5s+5s_] . (29)
T

From the action , we can find the free Lagrangian L35 given by S5, = i drL3S. The
quadratic interaction Lagrangian can be defined as 6L = L5 — L§% where L5 is the total
quadratic Lagrangian associated with the action , yielding

SL¥ = /d3k[——15 +—\/_\/_50(253+—753+—258 + 765")
2
— CIkO(0s% — 32) + ﬁl(dsi +0s2) — ﬁléerés_} , (30)

which vanishes for I = 0 as expected. The fact that I is a small parameter allows us to treat
the above Lagrangian as small interaction and perform the perturbative expansions in terms of 1
when computing the correlation functions.

The quantization procedure for the free parts which is represented by L§° goes as usual. We
treat all scalar modes in Eq. as quantum operators and then expand the modes in terms of
creation and annihilation operators. For the adiabatic mode, we have

5o (1,k) = 00 (T)ax + 00, (T)al |, (31)

where the mode function o (7) satisfies the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation

5o+ <k:2 - —)50 —0, (32)

72

in which to simplify the notation we have dropped the subscript k& for the mode function. Imposing
the Bunch-Davies initial conditions, the positive frequency solution for the above equation is

do(r) = 6\/% (1 - 157) . (33)




In a similar way, we can quantize the entropy modes ds. as
05:(1, k) = 854 (T)bE + s (T)b1 (34)

where the mode functions satisfy the following equations

§k9 - %)m ~0. (35)
The solutions of Eq. are the linear combinations of the Whittaker functions
cEW (74i60,3/2,2ikT) + ¢ M(F4i0,3/2,2ikt). Choosing positive frequency modes deep in-
side the horizon k7 — —o0, we find ¢ = 0 and the other integration constant can be
fixed through the Wronskian conditions W[dsy,ds%] = dsids’, — dsyds’f = i. Using formula
WIW,(2), W ,o(eF72)] = e we find ¢ = —% and the solution with the positive fre-
quency Bunch-Davies initial conditions is given by

dsly + (/{32 +

+276
V 2k

Finally, note that the quantum operators ay, by, and b, are independent of each other and

0sy = W (F4i0,3/2, 2ikT) . (36)

each satisfies the standard creation and annihilation commutation relations with non-vanishing
commutators [ay, afk,] =§(k + K') and [bf, bfljf,] =ik +Kk).
Using Eq. , the power spectrum of the curvature perturbations Px at the end of inflation
T. is given by
/ 1 H ’ 2 < o / 27 3¢(3) /
(R(7e, k) R(7e, X)) = W g cos” v <50‘(Te,k) do(7e, k )> = —5Pr(2m)?0"(k — Kk'). (37)
a(Te

We therefore need to calculate the two-point function of the adiabatic mode do. For this purpose,
we implement the so-called in-in formalism [48], [49] where the expectation value of the quantity
(@ at the time of end of inflation 7, is given by

(Q(Te)) = <0| [Texp <z /Te 5H](T)d7’>]@[(7’e) [T exp ( —1 /Te 5H[(7‘)d7‘>} |0> , (38)

70 70

where |0) is the vacuum state of the theory which is defined at the far past 7o — —oo, H; is the

total interaction Hamiltonian in the interaction picture, (J; is the interaction picture operator

associated with @), T and T are the time order and anti-time order operators defined as usual.
In the case of two-point function for the adiabatic mode, Eq. simplifies to

(55 (72, k)30 (70, X)) = (0[50 (7, k)30 (7., K)[0) + (0| / “ an [6H;(71), 50 (7., k)3 (7., K') | 0)

—(0] / dr / dTQ[gHI(Tg), [51{1(71),%(7@,@%(7@,k’)”|o>+.... (39)

The first term in the right hand side of the first line above is the two-point function of the
adiabatic mode in the absence of any interaction, which using the free wave function Eq. (33]),
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turns out to be (0[60 (7., k)do (7., k')[0) = (2k372)1(27)0®) (k — k). Thus from Eq. (37), the
power spectrum of curvature perturbations in the absence of interactions is given by

o _ H*
PR - m ) (40)
where we have substituted (%)2 cos® 9 & 1/2e.

The corrections to the power spectrum coming from the interaction Lagrangian then
can be computed from the other terms in the right hand side of the formula . Indeed, even
for the power spectra, as we will see later, we need to compute two-vertex Feynman diagrams
like Fig. |1| correspond to the interaction Hamiltonians 5HIS§ with ¢ = 1,..,4 defined in (C1)).
Therefore, we need to expand the formula up to the second order. In the case of bi-spectra,
as we will see, we need to expand it to the cubic order. We relegate the details of the in-in analysis
into appendix [C] where it is also shown that the dominant corrections are given by the Feynman
diagrams Fig. [1] yielding

Pr = PY (1 + 16cosh(47re)@1(e)nv,3) , (41)

where Ny, = —In(—k7.) is the number of e-folds when the mode of interest k leaves the horizon
till end of inflation. In addition, we have also defined

- 1 sinh(476)
T 1+1602 4wl

©1(0) (42)
so that ©1(0 =0) = 1.

From Eq. , we can easily obtain the corrections to the spectral index Ang, induced by
vector field entropy and isocurvature modes, as

_AdlnPR

Ans = A=

= 32 cosh(470)0(0)I N}, , (43)

*

where the subscript * represents the time of horizon crossing for the mode of interest k. De-
manding a nearly scale invariant power spectrum, An, should be of the order of the slow-roll
parameters. The function ©;(6), defined in Eq. (42)), has a minimum at § = 0 so that ©,(0) =1
and therefore ©1(0) > 1. On the other hand, the combination cosh(470)0,(0) is a growing func-
tion and for > 1 it grows exponentially like e¥7. Demanding the corrections in spectral index to
be at the order of € ~ 1072 (or smaller), requires roughly that I cosh(476)0,(0) < 107° where we
considered N, = 60. This justifies our approximation I < 1 and the corresponding perturbative
in-in analysis. In addition, this also implies that 6 can not be large either. Indeed, keeping Ang
at the order of slow parameter imposes 6 < 107! and 7 < 107°.

In the setup of anisotropic inflation [9], the parameter I measures the amplitude of quadrupole
statistical anisotropy. The CMB upper bounds on the amplitude of quadrupole anisotropy implies
that in that setup 7 < 1077 [10, 1T} 12,13} [14]. Tt is also shown that for the small value of I < 1077,
it is not easy to achieve the attractor solution and larger values 10~7 < I < 1072 are of more
interest [50]. This issue was revisited in [51] (see also [52]) by taking into account the stochastic
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do VI 054 vi 00

Figure 1: Feynman diagrams for the leading corrections to the power spectrum of the adiabatic
mode.

effects of electromagnetic fields perturbations. It is shown in [51] that in some corner of parameter
space, the classical attractor solution is replaced by a stationary regime of stochastic dynamics
such that the conclusion of [9] is actually consistent. In our isotropic setup, we have no constraint
from quadrupole anisotropy. Demanding a nearly scale invariant power spectrum only requires
I <10°. However, as we will show in the next section, constraints from the NG analysis actually
requires smaller values of 1.

Implementing the in-in formula this time for the entropy modes dsi we can obtain the
power spectra and cross-correlations for the original modes §s and U through the Eq. . The
details of the calculations are shown in the appendix |C| (see Eqgs. and ) and here we
only present the final results. The power spectra associated with the normalized entropy modes
S, are obtained to be

4
1— =

Ps, = ei47f9@1(9)73§3>( - (7+3126%) eﬂﬂe@l(e)uvk) . (44)

From the above results we see that for positive 6, the power spectrum Ps, is amplified exponen-
tially. This is a well known effect that in the presence of the parity violating term, the vector fields
perturbations become chiral and one mode is enhanced exponentially compared to other mode
[5, ], [7, 8]. Here, since we have decomposed the perturbations into the adiabatic and entropy
modes, the chirality is translated into the enhancement of the power of the entropy mode S,
compared to other entropy mode S_.

The power spectrum of the normalized original entropy mode S and normalized isocurvature

mode U = —H cos ) <%> turn out to be

]
Ps = cosh(470)0,(0)PY (1 - ?@l(m@z(e)n\@) , (45)
Pu = cosh(4r0)©,(6)P (1 - ?@1(9)@3(9)1%) , (46)

where we have defined
1 — 4862 312 ,

O,(0) = 0 47
2(0) cosh(476) T (47)
32462 312 ,\ sinh?(476)
)= ————— 62 4
Os(0) 7 cosh(470) ( 7 )cosh(47r9) ’ (48)
so that ©3(f = 0) = 1 and O3(6 = 0) = 0.
Following Refs. [53] [54], we can define the non-adiabaticity parameter
o Ps + Pu
= ~ 2 cosh(4 . 4
= P cosh(470)O,(0) (49)
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Note that 6 is the parity violating parameter which in our analysis controls the entropy
perturbations power spectra and their cross correlation with the curvature perturbation. As
such, we can put constraint on the value of # from the CMB observational bounds on the entropy
perturbations. However, this also depends on the mechanism of reheating and how the inflaton
and the vector fields transfer their energy to various component of SM particles during reheating
and afterwards.

We now look at the cross correlation between the curvature perturbations and en-
tropy/isocurvature modes which are obtained to be (see Eq. (C6) in the appendix)

Crs = —4cosh(4m0)01 (0)VIN, PV | (50)
Cry = —4sinh(470)0,(0)VIN, 77(0) (51)
From these cross correlations we can define another observable dimensionless parameter [53, [54]
C C @ 47r9
gz Crstlru_ o sVOOT gy (52)
(Ps + PM)PR cosh( )
From the above result and Eq. , we find
2 legﬂeNkAns
4 cosh?(4m6)

This is an interesting result which shows that, for § < 107!, curvature perturbations are almost

(53)

uncorrelated with the entropy perturbations independent of the value of I.

We see that the cross-correlation between curvature perturbations and isocurvature mode U
vanishes for # = 0. As we already mentioned, this can be understood if we look at the action ({26
in terms of the original variables from which we see that U can only indirectly interact with oo
through its interaction with entropy mode s with vertex 6. It decouples from both the curvature
and entropy perturbations in the absence of parity violating term.

Finally, one can also calculate the cross-correlation between the isocurvature mode U and
entropy mode Cg;; which is nonzero in the presence of parity violating term and vanishes for
0 =0.

4 Linear tensor perturbations

In this section, we study tensor modes to linear order. Besides the usual tensor modes 7;;
associated with the metric perturbations, we also have tensor perturbations ¢;; coming from the
matter sector which significantly affect the GWs power spectrum.

Expanding the action around background configuration and with tensor modes ;;
and t;; given in , the quadratic action for the tensor modes to leading orders in I and € is
(see appendix for the details) given by

1 2 o2 5\ —ij
L™ = 3 /d3 [’y” — O 0" + 7_—2(14-[6)%]’)/” + T+ ﬁ(l — 516)%# (54)

- N T Ny e =ij 8 = kaimim
—8ktij8kt I + 8jtik8ktj + ; IGiijt,J - ﬁ IGTijtj + ;9€ijktmkajt i|,
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where 7,; and t;; are the canonically normalized fields defined as

a _
5 Yij tij = f tij . (55)
We perform the Fourier transformation and then decompose the amplitudes in Fourier

Vij =

space in terms of circular polarization tensors eg\j(k) as
¥ (7, k) = Z'y (r,k)e ” tij(r,k) = Zt (1,k)e U (56)

in which the traceless and transverse conditions require

ex(k) =0, k.es(k) =0. (57)

k23

In appendix [B.2] we have presented details of calculations of the quadratic action for the tensor
modes in terms of the polarization tensors. The action in terms of the polarization tensors
takes the following form

_ Z/d%dr[(#f G %(1 +1) (1) - %Vﬁ(z# — T
A
. 8 2 5 -
+() = (K 20— S (121 ) ()] (58)
Note that the value of A in the above expression is +1 (—1) for 4+ ( x ) polarizations respectively
so we deal with four perturbations ¥* and ? for \ = +, X which are the four real physical degrees
of freedom.

From Eq. we see that the gravitational tensor perturbations v;; and the vector fields tensor
modes t;; are directly coupled through a exchange vertex I while there is no coupling between
them via vertex 6. Thus, the power spectra of 7;; cannot receive pure ¢ corrections without the
factor /. On the other hand, different polarizations of ¢;; are coupled to each other through the
exchange vertex interaction § which leads to parity violating correction to the power spectra of t;;
as we will show below. From Eq. , we also see that all quadratic non-diagonal terms can be
treated perturbatively since I is small. In the case of pure spectator gauge fields (which should be
compared to the case of I = 0 in our model), this is not always the case [28] 35, [32]. In addition,
in previous section we have shown that demanding a nearly scale invariant curvature perturbation
power spectrum requires ¢ should be somewhat small. Therefore, the terms including 6 can be
treated perturbatively as well. However, comparing the quadratic actions and , we see
that the free wave functions for the different polarizations of the tensor modes " and £° have
exactly the same functional forms as entropy modes ds, and ds_ respectively. Therefore, we
calculate the effects of # non-perturbatively and to all orders though we know that it is a small
parameter.

The free part of the action is defined as ST |;_g = [drLg " where L' is the corresponding
free Lagrangian. The quadratic interaction Lagrangian will be §LTT = L™ — L§™T, where LT is
the total quadratic Lagrangian associated with the action , yielding

5L = \/_Z/d3 228, — 7T+ VIe((7)' - ;(%2)2” (59)
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Figure 2: Feynman diagrams for the leading corrections to the power spectrum of GWs.

It vanishes for I = 0 by construction.

4.1 Power spectra and cross correlations

In this subsection, we obtain all two-point correlation functions of the tensor modes and their
cross correlations.

The dynamics of the free modes of (7, k) and Z/\(T, k) determine by the free Lagrangian L "
and the quantization go as usual. We expand the tensor modes (7, k) and f/\(T, k) in terms of
the creation and annihilation operators as

k) = 7h(Nad + 70 (Naly, P k) = BB + 5 ()b, (60)

where a; and by are independent operators satisfying the usual commutation relations with non-

vanishing commutators [ay, aT_AIL,] = ™V 6(k + k') and [by, bT_)‘lL,] = 0™ 0(k + K'). Substituting the

above relations into the free part of the action STT|;—y given in Eq. , we find the equations
of motion of the mode functions

7+ (K- %)7@ A (G 8Ak79 - %)EQ 0. (61)

Comparing the equations of different polarizations of ¥ above with the equations of motion

of entropy modes dsy given in Eq. we see that they are exactly the same so that we can

identify i and T with ds, and ds_ respectively. We already have found the solution for ds in

Eq. so we simply use them here. The wave function for the gravitational tensor modes 7

have the standard form so we have the following positive frequency Bunch-Davies wave functions

for them,
—ikT ; 27\
) e 2 -2 e . .
T) = 1——), t.(7) = —4i)0,3/2,2ikT) . 62
T == (1-1). B0 = S=W(—4in0,3/2,2ikn) (62)

In the absence of net polarizations, we define the power spectra for the different polarizations
of the gravitational tensor modes 777A as

: 2’
(M1, k) 7Y (72, K)) = k—Zm Sy (2m)%0%) (k — k). (63)

The leading corrections from the vector field tensor modes to the power spectra of the different
polarizations of the gravitational tensor modes are given by the Fig[2] The details of the in-in
analysis are presented in appendix [C] where it is shown that

P} = 8PVe'™0, (0)IeN? (64)
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where 7350) = 27%2 is the standard tensor power spectrum for GWs in the absence of the interactions
with the vector fields tensor modes.

The total power spectrum of GWs to leading order in I then becomes

P, = Z 735‘ = Pgo) (1 + 16 COSh(47T9)@1(9)]EN]?> . (65)
+,x

We see that the corrections from vector fields in GWs power spectrum is proportional to TeNZ.
For I <107°,0 < 107! and € ~ 1072 the corrections in tensor power is around few percents.
Because of the parity violating term the GWs power spectrum is chiral with

P — P =16P” sinh(470)0, () IeN} . (66)

In the absence of the parity violating term 6 = 0, Eq. vanishes and there is no chirality in
GWs while the total power spectrum still receives unpolarized modifications from ¢;; modes
proportional to I.

From the power spectrum of the curvature perturbation in Eq. and the power spectrum
of the GWs in Eq. , the tensor to scalar ratio turns out to be

r

2
P, 16¢ ( 1 4 16 cosh(470)O,(0)IeN ) (67)

" Pr O\ T+ 16 cosh(4n0)0, (0)IN?

Unlike the models of inflation based on scalar field dynamics, the parameter » may not uniquely
determine the scale of inflation as there are non-trivial contributions from the parameters I and
f from the vector fields dynamics. Due to their different natures, the contributions of the scalar
and tensor sectors can be disentangled from the CMB observations. The contribution from the
scalar sector, encoded in the total curvature perturbations power spectrum Py, is independently
fixed by the COBE normalization while it is possible to separate the tensor power spectrum ({65
into the polarized and unpolarized parts and then look for their observational features [30].
The corrections to the tilt of GWs power spectrum induced by the vector fields is given by

dInP,
dlnk

An, = A |* = 32 cosh(470)0(0)IeNy, = € An, (68)
where Eq. has been used in the last step. Since Any is of the order of the slow-roll parameters
and also its is negative (the power spectrum of curvature perturbations has red tilt), tensor power
spectrum in our scenario has very small red tilt such that An; = O(€?).

The dominant contributions to the power spectrum of the vector fields tensor modes are given
by the Feynman diagram shown in Fig. 3] In appendix [C] we have calculated these contributions,
yielding the following result for the power spectrum of the vector field tensor modes

P, = PO (1 — 8cosh(8m0)(1 + 4802)@1(9)216Nk) . (69)

In particular, we see that the terms containing IeN? cancel one another and therefore there is
no IeN} correction while we have the sub-leading corrections of the order of IeNy. For I ~ 107°
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Figure 3: Feynman diagrams for the corrections to the power spectrum of the vector fields tensor
modes.

and 6 > 107! the contributions of the parity violating term is somewhat larger than those from
the parameter I.

Finally, we obtain the cross-correlation between the GWs and vector fields tensor modes. Since
the two different types of tensor modes are uncorrelated, there is no zeroth order cross-correlation

(v* %) while the leading contribution from the integral like Eq. yields (see Eq. (C18)
Cyi = 4P\ cosh(470)©, (0)VIeN; . (70)

In a sense, the tensor modes associated to the vector fields are the same as entropy modes in
the scalar sector, and in analogy with Eqgs. and , we can define the following dimensionless
quantities

P, 1
o = PtTth R~ 5(1 - 8008h(4ﬂ9)@1(0)]e]\7,§> : (71)
By = ——S . feosh(an0)8, (B)TeN, . (72)

VPP,

From the above result and Eq. we find 6% = %NkAnt, independent of the value of I and 6.
This result is the tensorial counterpart of Eq. which shows that GWs are almost uncorrelated
from the vector fields tensor modes. Beside their corrections to GWs power spectrum in , and
depending on the mechanism of reheating, the tensor perturbations associated with the vector
modes may contribute to the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom as a dark spin
two particles. The effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom is severely constrained [55],
imposing an upper bound on the energy density of the tensor modes of vector fields after inflation.

5 Primordial non-Gaussianities

Having studied the linear perturbations in previous sections, in this section we study NG for the
curvature perturbations (RRR), GWs (y77), and also the three-point cross correlations (RR~)
and (R~y7) between curvature perturbations and GWs.

It is well known that NG of the curvature perturbations are enhanced in multiple fields sce-
narios [56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 6GI]. Since our model is in essence a multiple fields setup, we expect
non-trivial NG in our model, both in scalar and tensor sectors. The scalar modes associated with
the vector fields behave as mediator particles and enhance scalar NG accordingly [49]. Similarly,
the tensor modes associated with the vector field (¢;;) would enhance NG of GWs.
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As we will explicitly show in this section, all bispectra in our setup peak in the squeezed limit.
Therefore, for the three-point function of mode X we employ the following parameterization based
on the local shape NG,

k33
(X 00) X (ko) X (k) = (27)787(0s + Ko + ) 2 (21 Y2 (73)
where Px is the dimensionless power spectrum of the mode X and the dimensionless quantity
125 characterizes the amplitude of the three-point functions which may be constrained from the
cosmological observations. All the external legs are computed at the time of end of inflation 7,
and, from now on, for the sake of simplicity of notation, we do not explicitly show their time

dependence. One may also define the dimensionless quantity Sx (k1, ks, k3) = %:L :Z ! (% fﬁi) which
determines the shape and running of the three-point function of the mode X. As we mentioned
above, in our setup all NGs peak in the squeezed limit so we can use f3; to constrain the free
parameters of the model such as # and 1.

In order to find the bispectra we need the cubic actions associated with Eq. constructed
from the leading interaction terms. In appendix [D.I] we have computed the cubic interaction
Lagrangians of the form scalar-scalar-scalar L5 in Eq. , scalar-scalar-tensor §L5T in Eq.
(D13), scalar-tensor-tensor 6L in Eq. (D15), and tensor-tensor-tensor L™ in Eq. to
leading orders in slow-roll parameter € and the parameter I. The corresponding cubic interaction
Hamiltonians in interaction picture dH?SS, dHPST §HPT™ and JHFTT are then obtained in

the appendix in Egs. (D22)), (D23)), (D24), and (D25) respectively. Having all interaction

Hamiltonians in hand, we can calculate various three-point correlations.

5.1 Curvature perturbations (RRR)

There are different contributions to the NG of the curvature perturbations. In appendix [E] we
have shown that the dominant contributions are given by the three-vertex Feynman diagrams
Fig. [4] leading to the following result

(R(k)R (ke) R(ks)) [ pign = %(1 + 9 cosh(87))0,(6)? N %k’f (27)%5%(ky + ko + ks) , (74)

where K = %(kl + ko + k3) is a reference momentum and Nx = —In(—K7.) is the number of
e-folds associated to K till the end of inflation. Comparing Eq. with the definition (73)), we
see that curvature perturbations NG has the local shape and f, is obtained to be

fxr = 20(1 + 9 cosh(870))O(0)*IN}. (75)

where have dropped the superscript R in this case to keep the notation simple. From the linear
perturbations analysis we know that both parameters I and 6 are small. Expanding the above
result for small 6 we then find

= 200 N2 [1 + (%H - 32) 02] . (76)
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Figure 4: The three-vertex diagrams for the NG of the curvature perturbations. These diagrams
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give the dominant contribution to the scalar NG.

The result is interesting since it puts stronger constraints on the model parameter I than
the power spectrum does. Taking Nx ~ 60 and fxr, ~ 1 — 10 from the observational bound on
local type non-Gaussianity, we find I = O(1077). This is about two orders of magnitude stronger
than the bound I = O(107°) obtained from the spectral tilt of curvature perturbations power
spectrum Eq. .

We note that in power spectrum of curvature perturbations , we should have TN? < 1 to
keep the setup perturbative which for I = O(1077) gives the upper bound N, < O(10%) on the
number of e-folds. Of course, we can consider very small values for I to have larger values for Ny.
Similarly, if we demand fyr, < 100, we find stronger upper bound Nx < O(102) for I = O(1077).
Thus, to keep our setup perturbative and assuming I to be not very small I = O(10~7), we find
an upper bound on the number of e-folds in our scenario.

Moreover, based on the calculations in this subsection and also appendix [E] we can estimate
the order of magnitude of the trispectrum for the curvature perturbations. Looking at the cor-
responding Feynman diagrams, we find that the dominant contribution is given by gnp, o< [ N,i,
where gnp, is the amplitude of the trispectrum and k. is a typical momentum which will be de-
termined by a combination of the momenta of the external legs (see also Ref. [13]). From this
estimation we find that analysis of bispectra may put even stronger bound on the parameters [
and @ which is beyond the scope of this paper.

5.2 Gravitational waves (y77)

To calculate NG for GWs, we need to find (y*19*2423) where ); can be either + or x polariza-
tions. We thus need to compute one by one all non-vanishing three-point functions for example
(vtyTyT), (yTyTv7), and so on. However, here we only present the details of the calculations
for one case which is enough for our purpose to estimate the order of magnitude of the GWs NG.
The calculations for other cases are similar and straightforward.
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Figure 5: Dominant diagrams for the NG (v (k;)v* (ko) (k3)).

The dominant contributions for the three-point functions (y*y*4*) come from the three-vertex

Feynman diagrams that are shown in Fig[5 It is straightforward to show that the contribution
coming from this diagram yields

(7 (k)7 (k2)7* (ks)) |pig. ) = —1921eH* N}*™01(6)

ey (ki)en,i(ka)en, (kg)%:; (2m)%6% (k1 + ko + ks)
where taking the same \ in both sides means that it is only applicable for two cases of (yTyT~™)
and (y"y~y7). We keep this notation throughout this paper. First of all we see that (yTy*~yT) £
(v~v~ ") which is the direct feature of the parity violating interaction. In the absence of the
parity violating interaction (¢ = 0) these two three-point functions coincide as a result of the
parity symmetry. We also see that (yTyT+™) is exponentially enhanced compared to (y~7y~ 7).
From now on, we only focus on the case of (yty"y") to estimate the order of magnitude for the
GWs NG. In this case, after substituting from Eq. for the contractions of the products of
three polarization tensors, and comparing the result with definition , we find
(1 — (lL‘Q + 173)2) (1 — (fL’Q — l’g)Q)(]_ + 19 + 563)2

5
+++ - = 86 9 2] N3
NL 326 O1(0)*TeNy x§x§ )

(77)

where we have normalized the momenta ko and k3 with respect to the momentum k; as follows

k k
Ty = 2 1y =2 (78)
k1

The dimensionless quantity fy; determines the amplitude of the NG for GWs. It peaks in the
squeezed limit of k3 < ko &~ ki or equivalently x5 — 1 and x3 — 0, yielding

5
fﬁr;@l ~ —§IeN[3((1 + 870) . (79)

We have only considered the case of all + polarizations while we know that the contributions
from different polarizations to the total three-point functions (which is the sum over all polar-
izations) are of the order of IeNj.. Therefore, the order of magnitude of the total three-point
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Figure 6: Dominant diagrams for mixed NG (do(k;)do (ko) (k3)).

function is fIYIL,Sq o IeNj-. Comparing the above result with Eq. we see that fy; is smaller
than fxi, by a factor of slow-roll parameter e. However, fﬁm,loc is larger than its counterpart
coming from the gravitational vacuum fluctuations [62] 63] [64), 65]. A similar result is obtained
if one considers some spectator gauge fields (correspond to I = 0 in our case) [31]. However, the
mechanism of enhancement of fY; is different here i.e. the NG for the pure spectator gauge fields
peaks in equilateral limit while in our model with I # 0 it peaks in the squeezed limit.

5.3 Mixed bispectra (RRv) and (R~vyv)

In this subsection, we calculate the mixed NG between curvature perturbations and GWs. From
the results in previous subsections we expect that these types of three-point functions to be
enhanced as well.

We first look at the three-point cross correlation between two curvature perturbations and one
gravitational tensor mode. The dominant Feynman diagram is shown in Fig. [ The Hamiltonian
interaction responsible for the cubic vertex in this diagram is given by Eq. which is
SHPST = —73H [ dPx(50 + V/18s)(772%;)'0'07U. Rewriting these interactions in terms of ds,
from Eq. and then going to the Fourier space, it is straightforward to find

4
(R (k1) R (k)7 (ks)) [rigy = 12[02%NIQ{64“9®1(9)2(:1:2 cosh(4r0) + gxxg sinh(470) ) (80)

1 + X ( 2 2\ 2 2 k
x 1- —4 )
w913 (L= oa+ ) — do; Ik}

3
1

(27’(’)353(1{1 + k2 + k3)

In obtaining the above result we have used Eq. to simplify expressions containing the
contractions between polarization tensors and the wave vectors. The three-point function (80)) is
symmetric with respect to the exchange of momenta k; <> ko and, therefore, we normalized the
result with respect to k;.

Expanding for small 6 we find

H* 14z 2 k3
(R(k1)R(ko)y (ks)) = 12192TN12< 2 2 <<1 — a5 +a3)” — 4x§> Hi}é‘

(271')353(1{1 + kQ + kg)

(81)
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Figure 7: Dominant diagrams for mixed NG (o (k;)7* (k2)v* (k3)).

These types of mixed NG can generate clustering fossils from one long mode of tensor (z3 — 0)
on the power spectrum of two scalar modes [60, [67, [68, 69, [70, [71]. However, we see that it
is proportional to I6* so unfortunately it is very small in comparison with other three-point
functions. Moreover, we note that it vanishes for § = 0 and, therefore, in the absence of the
parity violating term, our model cannot provide any significant cross-correlation between two
curvature perturbations and one GWs tensor mode.

Now, we look at the mixing between one curvature mode and two GWs tensor modes. The
dominant contribution comes from the Feynman diagram shown in Fig. [7], which after performing
calculations, results in

8
(R (k)7 (k)7 (o) s @ = 961H ¥ 01 (6)2 (N + SANZ6 (2 + 2) (a3 + 23) )
K

Xe?j(kz)eﬁj(kﬁnikg

(271')3(53(1(1 + kQ + kg) s (82)

where we have normalized the results with respect to the momentum k; in the scalar sector and
also again we have restricted our calculations to the case of the same polarizations (Ry*~y") and
(Ry~~~). Using Eq. for the contraction of two polarization tensors and comparing the
result with the definition Eq. , the amplitude of NG in the squeezed limit x3 — 0 for the case
of (Ry*~™) is given by

1— 2
fRt ~ 16065700, () L T2 T T

TN} . (83)
3

In obtaining Eq. the normalization is performed with respect to the power spectrum of the

curvature perturbations which induces the factor €2. We see that while Eq. vanishes for

6 = 0 but Eq. does not vanish.

Mixed NGs between curvature perturbations and GWs are recently studied in Refs. [32] 34]
35]. In the squeezed limit, they can be thought as the modulation of the power spectra which
makes it possible to look for their observational effects. It is also worth mentioning that in the
case of spectator gauge fields which do not contribute to the background dynamics with axionic-

like interaction, the three-point functions for mixing between curvature perturbations and GWs

24



cannot be computed by means of the perturbative in-in formalism since some non-perturbative
effects show up at the quadratic level. In our model, however, the interactions have different
nature as the vector fields are not spectator fields (I # 0). Consequently, the small parameter I,
measuring the fractional energy density of the vector fields, appears in all of our quadratic and
cubic interactions. We, therefore, can treat all quadratic and cubic interactions perturbatively
and compute the corresponding three-point functions by means of the in-in formalism.

6 Bispectra of vector fields perturbations

In the previous section, we studied the NGs in curvature perturbations and GWs where the vector
fields scalar and tensor modes played the roles of mediator particles to enhance the bispectra at
tree-level. For the sake of completeness, here we calculate the three-point functions between the
vector fields modes and curvature perturbations and/or GWs.

We have shown in section [3] that the scalar modes associated to the three vector fields can
be decomposed into entropy mode ds and pure isocurvature mode U. Thus, depending on the
reheating scenario and the expansion history of Universe, one may use the observational bounds
on entropy and isocurvature modes to put constraints on the observables associated to these
quantities. For mixing NG between curvature perturbations R and entropy modes ds4., if we pick
the relevant interaction Hamiltonians from Eq. and then perform the direct calculations,
we find the following results to the leading orders

<R(k1)R(k2>Si(k3>> ~ <R(k1)51(k2)5i(k3)> ~ (R(kl)si(kz)sﬂks» ~ O([%N?()- (84)

The above results are suppressed in comparison with the I N3 correction appearing in the three-
point function of the curvature perturbations. This shows that although NG of curvature per-
turbations receives correction from the entropy and isocurvature modes , the superhorizon
curvature perturbations are almost uncorrelated with the entropy perturbations at the nonlinear
level. This is also consistent with the result which was found previously at the level of linear
perturbations.

The tensor modes associated to the vector fields can also be thought as entropy modes for the
GWs. They can be converted to the GWs during the reheating or even survive after the reheating
similar to the primordial GWs. We therefore find the bispectra for mixing between these tensor
modes and curvature perturbations and/or GWs with the hope that it may become possible to
indirectly constrain them with some observable quantities in future.

For the mixing between the curvature perturbations and two tensor modes of vector fields,
the dominant Feynman diagrams are illustrated in Fig. [§] which result in

3H* 16
(R(le)1* (ka)t* (ko)) i = 5~ Nice™01(0)° (1 e+ ) - x3)2) -
k:3
Xe?j(kl)ef\j(kz)f}&@ﬂ):ié?’(kl +ky 4+ ks),

which is computed only for the case that all A’s on both sides are the same. From the Feynman
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Figure 9: Feynman diagrams that contribute to (5o (k;)7* (ko)t* (k3)).

diagrams in Fig. , we see that there would also be some contributions proportional to Nz
in the above result. These terms, however, neatly cancel each other and we are left only with
the linear contribution of Ng. We can estimate the order of bispectra by normalizing it
with the power spectrum of the curvature perturbations through the definition ([73) which yields
R~ O(1)eNg.

The next case is the mixing between curvature perturbations, gravitational tensor modes, and
tensor modes of vector fields. The relevant Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig [9] which after
direct calculations, give the following three-point function

(R(k1)7* (k2)t*(k3)) |pig.@) = —12H4\/§N§(68“9@1(0)2 (1 + ?9%3 (222 — AMza + xg)))
3

ey (ko)eg (ks) i (2m)?6%(ky + ko + k3), (86)

L4

where Eq. . ) has been used for e};(ks)es;(ks). Note that, as before, we have concentrated to
the case where all A’s on both sides are the same. This bispectrum does not have any symmetry

for the external legs. Similar to the previous case, the order of magnitude of the bispectrum (86
is fE" ~ OIS N
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Figure 10: Dominant diagram for the three-point cross correlation (7 (ki )t*(ks)t*(ks)).

Figure 11: Feynman diagrams that contribute to the three-point function (y*(k;)v*(ks)t*(ks)).

For the last cases in this subsection, we consider the three-point cross correlation of the form
(~tt) and (y7t). The corresponding Feynman diagrams are shown in Figs. [10]and 11| which yield

(7" (k)1 (ko) (ks)) | pig.qo) = —H " Nxee?™01(0)%€e (ki )ep,; (ka)ep,, (ks)
3
1

x [3 4 862y + a3) (Ao — A(322 — 205 + 33:3))] (27)%83 (k1 + ks + k3),(87)

Ik}

(]

and
(Y (k)7 (ko) (Ks)) | pig. () = 24VTeH* N7 e*™01(0)%¢}) (ki )en,; (ko) en,; (ks) (88)

8 k3

The explicit relation for the contraction between three polarization tensors is obtained in
Eq. . In Eqgs. and we only deal with tensor modes and therefore it makes sense to
normalize these bispectra with the power spectrum of the GWs . Doing so, from the definition
(73) we estimate the order of magnitude as fJi' ~ O(1)Ng and f& ~ O(1)V/IeN7..
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7 Comparison to other models

Our setup with three vector fields with internal global O(3) symmetry has some similari-
ties/differences with the so-called anisotropic inflation [9] in one side and inflationary models
which deal with non-Abelian SU(2) gauge fields in the other side. In some sense, our model lies
between these two types of models. Therefore, in this section we compare our setup with these
types of models.

In anisotropic inflation, a vector field with the Abelian U(1) symmetry is non-minimally
coupled to the inflaton field. Indeed, considering one copy of U(1) symmetry in the action of
our model and setting 8 = 0, we recover the action of anisotropic inflation. At the level of
background, similar to the anisotropic inflation, the vector fields have vev in our model while
in contrast to the anisotropic inflation, our model provides isotropic background thanks to the
internal O(3) symmetry of vector fields. At the level of perturbations, in the anisotropic inflation
setup, the two vector modes of the vector field couple to the scalar mode at the linear level
and also to the tensor modes at the nonlinear level [10, 12]. In our model with three vector
fields and isotropic background, these perturbations do not mix at the linear level and, more
importantly, the O(3) symmetry of the vector fields provides two scalar modes and two tensor
modes in addition of two vector modes. The most important difference between our setup and
the setup of anisotropic inflation is that the gravitational tensor modes, as we have shown, are
affected by the tensor modes of vector fields at the linear level.

In the case of inflationary models which deal with SU(2) gauge fields, the most relevant model
to our setup is the so-called chromo-natural inflation where inflation is driven by an axionic field x
which is coupled to three SU(2) gauge fields through the well-known parity violating interaction
xFF[26]. Similar to our setup the non-Abelian gauge fields have vev and contribute to the
isotropic background. Due to the non-vanishing vev of the gauge fields, not only the tensor sector
but also the scalar sector receive some corrections at the level of perturbations [72]. The situation
is the same as in our model where, as we have seen, the power spectra and bispectra of curvature
perturbations are modified. However, the way that the scalar sector is modified is different in
our scenario. The reason is that the coupling of inflaton to the gauge field sector is different.
More precisely, the coupling YFF in chromo-natural inflation cannot prevent the gauge field vev
to decay while in our model the coupling is chosen as in Eq. which prevents vector field to
decay. This choice, which is suggested in anisotropic inflation scenario, has significant impact on
the perturbations so that, in contrast to the chromo-natural model, the dominant corrections to
the correlation functions depend on the number of e-folds as can be seen in Egs. and
for the power spectra of curvature perturbations and GWs and in Egs. and for NG
of curvature perturbations and GWs respectively. The dominant contribution to the three-point
function of GW in these types of models are proportional to the gauge coupling constant g (see
for instance Refs. [29, [31]). But, since our model can be realized from the global limit g — 0 of
SU(2) gauge symmetry, therefore, these types of vertices are absent in our scenario and we have
some other types of vertices instead.

Finally we comment on Ref. [22] which is very relevant to work here. Indeed, our model
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reduces to the model of the Ref. [22] if we set # = 0 in the action (I)). Compared to [22] we have
decomposed the scalar modes into the adiabatic and entropy modes and obtained their power
spectra while in Ref. [22] the entropy modes are not studied. At the quadratic level, we have
found that the isocurvature mode U sources the entropy mode ds through the parity violating
term. We then had to diagonalize the quadratic action since we did not take 6 to be small from
the beginning. On the other hand, in the case of NG, only the three-point function of curvature
perturbations with the TN} correction is obtained in Ref. [23]. This result can be recovered from
our general result by setting # = 0. However, the NGs for the tensor modes, whether from
7i; or t;;, are not studied in [22]. Here, we have found the bispectra of GWs and also the mixing
three-point functions between GWs and curvature perturbations. Moreover, we found the mixing
of t;; with GWs and curvature perturbations.

8 Summary and conclusions

We have studied the isotropic extension of the so-called anisotropic inflation in the presence of
parity violating interaction defined by the action . The vector fields enjoy O(3) internal sym-
metry and the setup admits isotropic background with non-vanishing time-dependent vev for the
vector fields. The ratio of energy density of vector fields to the total background energy density
is given by parameter I defined in . This parameter is small in order to allow for the attrac-
tor near de Sitter background. We studied cosmological perturbations in this scenario. Vector
fields provide two dynamical scalar modes, of which one of them contributes to the curvature
perturbations with the contribution proportional to I as expected. Therefore, we decomposed
the linear scalar perturbations into the adiabatic and entropy modes. The other scalar mode is an
isocurvature mode in the absence of parity violating term while it sources the entropy mode in the
presence of parity violating term. The strength of this coupling is determined by the parity vio-
lating parameter # which we did not treat as a small parameter from the beginning. We, therefore
diagonalized the quadratic action for the scalar perturbations and found the power spectra for the
all scalar modes including curvature perturbations and entropy modes. From the observational
bound on the power spectrum of curvature perturbations, we then found the bounds 6 < 107!
and I < 1075. The isotropic configuration of the vector fields also provides tensor modes which
source the gravitational tensor modes at the level of linear perturbations. The power spectrum
of the GWs then receive both polarized and unpolarized contributions from the tensor modes of
the vector fields. The chiral part of the GWs originating from the parity violating interaction
provides distinct observational feature of the model.

In the next step, we studied nonlinear perturbations for all scalar and tensor modes. We
have found that vector field particles enhance the three-point functions as mediator particles.
All NGs peak in the squeezed limit and from the observational bounds on the NG of curvature
perturbations we have found the stronger bound I < 10~7. We also computed the mixed NGs
between curvature perturbations and GWs. Finally, a brief comparison of our setup and results
compared to the previous works in literature is presented.
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A Circular polarization tensors
In this appendix we present some identities and formula for the circular polarization tensors e?j(k)
which we use in the main text.

When computing the quadratic action for the tensor perturbations, we deal with two con-
tracted polarization tensors in which the following identity is being used,

ey (k)ey (k') =

ij

(1+ AN cos X)2 , (A1)

B |

where x = cos™!(k;k}/kk’) is the angle between two wave vectors k and k’. Note that the repeated
indices of the tensor components i, j,... are summed over. In particular, the conservation of
momentum fixes the momenta of two circular polarization tensors in quadratic action as k/ = —k

which yields the well-known formula e} (k)eg\; (—k) = 6™ where we have used ey (k) = e)y(—k).
Moreover, in simplifying the parity violating terms, the following identity has been used

ieijrkien (k) = Akej (k) (A2)

where the value of X is +1 (—1) for +(x) polarization.

In the case of three-point correlation functions, we deal with polarizations tensors which are
contracted either with each other or with wave vectors. In order to make the calculations simple,
we use the conservation of momentum: there are three external legs with different momenta ki,
k,, and k3 which satisfy k; + ko + k3 = 0. Therefore, they should be in a plane and the circular
polarization tensor simplifies to [311 [64]

1 —sin®p;  singycospy; iAsing;
e(ky) Dlane =3 sig P €08 0 —‘cos2 07 —iAcospys |, (A3)
tASin @y —IACOS Y 1

where ¢; = {p1, @2, ¢3} are the azimuthal angles of k; = {kj, ko, k3}. In this plane, every
momentum has its own magnitude k; = |k;| and their direction can be completely fixed through
two relative angles ¢y — 1 and 3 — 1. Therefore, without loss of generality we choose the origin
so that ¢; = 0 and from the conservation of momentum we find ¢y = cos™ ((1 + 23 — z2)/2x5)
and 3 = cos™'((1 — 23 + x3) /2x3) where we have defined the wave number ratios zy = ky/k; and
xg = k3 /ky.

Having Eq. in hand, we can compute any contractions of the polarizations tensors with
themselves or with wave vectors in terms of the wave vector ratios x; and polarizations A;. In
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particular we calculate the following contractions which are used in the main text,

(1 — T2 —|— [Eg)z(l —f- To — Ig)z

A A _
€ij (k2)€ij(k3) = 16x§x§ ) (A4)
(1 — (ZL’Q + lL‘3)2) (1 — (lL‘Q — ZE3)2) (1 + T2 + IL‘3)2
ei\j (kl)ei\nj (k2)€2u(k3) = - 64$%!E§ ) (A5)
A i1,.J A i1.J k% 2 2)2 2
3

where all \’s in the left hand side are the same and could be either 4+ or x. In other words, the
first two expressions in the above relations cannot be used for the case of mixed combinations of
+ and —.

B Quadratic actions

In this appendix, we present details of calculations of the quadratic actions for the scalar and
tensor perturbations.

B.1 Quadratic actions for scalar perturbations

As explained in the main text we have six scalar modes (Y,0Q, U, «, 5,0¢) defined in Eq.
among which (Y, «, §) are non-dynamical. The non-dynamical modes of the metric perturbations
a and S turned out to be proportional to the slow-roll parameter and, neglecting gravitational
back-reactions to leading order in slow-roll parameter, we can ignore them as well [12]. However,
the non-dynamical mode Y from the vector fields is not slow-roll suppressed and we cannot ignore
it.

Expanding the action around the background configuration Egs. and up to the
second order of scalar perturbations defined in Eq. , and performing some integration by
parts, we find the following quadratic action

S55 = % /de?’x [a25¢'2 — a*(86¢)* + (3f foeA” + i%ffz)A'2 — a'V4)00° (B1)
+ 3£26Q"7 — 2f*(90Q) + 12 f 4 A'5¢0Q + f2O°Y (PY —4f ' f s A'5¢ — 26Q))
+ 2f2(QU")2 — 2f2(0PU)? — 402(206Q OU + 20U796Q + 4" f,¢A’85¢aU)] ,

where the subscript “, ¢” shows derivative with respect to ¢, 7 = [ dt/a(t) is the conformal time,
and a primes denotes derivative with respect to the conformal time.

As we already mentioned, from the above action, we see that the mode Y appears with no
time derivative which shows that it is non-dynamical. Varying the above action with respect to
Y yields

097 0:0,Y — (5Q +24'f~ f@(s(p)(sij} ~0, (B2)
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which has the following algebraic solution
Y =6Q" + 24 f 1 f 400. (B3)

Plugging the above solution into (B1]) and then expanding it in terms of small parameters € and
I, we obtain the quadratic action for the remaining dynamical scalar modes given by Eq. .

B.2 Quadratic actions for tensor perturbations

Here we present the quadratic action for the tensor perturbations 7;; and ¢;;. Expanding the
action around background configuration and with tensor modes v;; and ¢;; yields

ST = ] / drd®z [GQ%{J”/” — @®0pyjp 0"y + 2A7 fR; 4 — 8 f2 Al it (B4)
FALPAT — AP0t 0N + 4205t — 166 f2 et O™ |

where we have used the traceless and transverse conditions Eq. along with some integration
by parts. By expanding the above quadratic action to linear order in I and ¢, we find the following
quadratic Lagrangian for the tensor modes,

1 . 2 iy 2 5 = —ij
L' = 3 / d*x [%J — 07, 07" + (1 + Iy, 77 + ;17 + §(1 — 516)%# (B5)

i i in I /[T — 7/ 8 /T — TiJ 8 i i7im
—aktijakt ] + 8jtik8kt ] + —Vie ’yijt, - — Ie 'Yijt ’ + —Qeijktm"‘c‘)]t i| s
T T T
where we have defined the following canonically normalized fields

_ _a -
Now going to Fourier space, the quadratic action to leading order in terms of the small

parameters I and € is given by

ST = %/dskdr [7;].2 - <k:2 - 3(1 + Ie))ﬁfj +7, (k;2 22— gk)) (B7)

7—2
——\/_ Te(2t; — ;)77 — §¢916Ukk t’“l“}

where 7,;(7, k) and #;;(7,k) are the amplitudes in Fourier space satisfying the traceless and
transverse conditions as y; = kiiij = t; = kizij = 0. It is convenient to express ten-
sor modes in terms of circular polarization tensors e} (k) as 7;;(7, k) = >, 7(7)ej(k) and
tij(, k) =32, f’\(T)ei‘j (k), then the traceless and transverse conditions require e (k) = 0, and
k.eg\j(k) = 0. The properties of the circular polarization tensor are presented in appendix
Expanding in terms of the circular polarization tensors and then using the identities

and (A2]), we find the quadratic action Eq. .

32



Figure 12: Feynman diagrams for the transfer vertex between adiabatic mode and entropy modes
(left panel) and between the entropy modes themselves (right panel).

C Details of in-in calculations for the power spectra

Here we present the details of the in-in calculations for the power spectra of scalar and tensor
modes.

C.1 Scalar modes

Having the total quadratic Lagrangian for the scalar modes L5 Eq. at hand we can obtain the
corresponding quadratic Hamiltonian through the Legendre transformation HSS = I1;Q"/ — L
where Q7 = {d0,ds,,0s_}. Doing so, and separating the quadratic free Hamiltonian H3°® which
is obtained by the Legendre transformed of the free quadratic Lagrangian L5%, the interaction
Hamiltonian is given by § H%® = H% — H5S. Working in the interaction picture, the corresponding
interaction Hamiltonian d H}® can be classified as 6H® = Y, 6H7; with ¢ = 1,..,10 as follows

442 —— 12
6HI 1(2) T_\é—ﬁéaési, (SH]S§(4) =4 \/_\/_50'53:|:’ 6H]S% = 7_—_[50‘2’

2

2
SHYS = 515&53_, GHYS ) = §I5Si, OH g0 = +=1k63s%, (C1)

where for the sake of simple presentation, we have dropped the integrals over the momenta [ d°k.

Comparing the above results with Eq. , we see that §H?S # —§L5 which is due to the
kinetic coupling of the form §oés’.. The above quadratic interactions 0H}S correspond to the
exchange of vertices. For interactions ¢ = 1, ..,4, the amplitude of the exchange vertices between
the adiabatic mode and the entropy modes ds. are at the order of v/I. The corresponding
Feynman diagram is illustrated in left panel of Fig. [I2] On the other hand, the amplitude of the
exchange vertices between the entropy modes dsy are at the order of I through the interaction
(57-[%86 which is shown in right panel of Fig. .

Having obtained the free and the interaction Hamiltonians, we calculate the two-point corre-
lation functions between all scalar modes which include power spectra and cross-correlations.

C.1.1 (0o o)

We first calculate the corrections to the power spectrum of the adiabatic mode do. In what
follows, we use the notation that A(1)<%2>i stands for the case where a single Hamiltonian
OH}S from interactions defined in contributes to the two-point correlation function given
by the first integral in Eq. 1} On the other hand, A(2)(52>M represents the case of nested
integrals in second line of Eq. containing two Hamiltonians where the indices ¢, 7 correspond
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to 6H}5 () and §H75(re) respectively. Adding all contributions, the total correction to the
correlation function A(EQ) coming from the interaction Hamiltonians in Eq. 1) is given by

A3 (7., k)30 (e, K)) = (A G0 )s + AP (307) 11 + AP (357)30 + A (30715 + AP (F0 ),
FABGo" g+ A0 )20 + AP (F07) 1z + A E0 )44 + A (35755 ) (2) 6 (k — K) (C2)

We need to calculate all of the above corrections using the in-in formula Eq. . This is
straightforward but cumbersome and we only present details of two cases as examples:

AW Gy, = ¢<o) / dn [51{?85(71),%2(76,1()} ‘0> — _481Re [@ / ?(50(71)50 (Te)ﬂ = ié—ff
0 T0 1 e

and

A® (552, = <o( / “in / " ir, [51{?,81(72), [5}1?751(71),%2(7@,1{)” ‘o> (C3)

AINE (%0 — 1)
k3727 (16603 + )’

— 2561 / " dn / @Im 57 (r)50" (7.) | 1[50 (72)55 (70)65 + (72)65% ()| =

where N, = — ln(—k;Te) is the number of e-folds when the mode of interest k leaves the horizon
till end of inflation. Since Ny ~ 60 to solve the flatness and the horizon problems we can ignore
the first order corrections containing /Ny in comparison to IN? in (C3)). In other words, the
dominant contributions to the power spectrum comes from the first two transfer vertices that are
illustrated in the left panel of Fig. [1}

Calculating all corrections in Eq. , the power spectrum for the total curvature perturba-
tion is obtained as in Eq. .

C.1.2 (606ss)

In a way similar to the previous subsection, using the in-in formula Eq. together with the
interaction Hamiltonians Eq. (C1)), the cross-correlations between the adiabatic mode and the
entropy modes are obtained to be

VIN, 21)%68) (k — K. (C4)

AW (5o (1,,k)054 (1., K)) = FV2 70, (0) s (27)

From Eq. , we define the normalized entropy perturbations Sy corresponding to the
entropy modes ds. as

S. = —Ecos.ﬁés—jE (C5)
[0) a

Now, the cross-correlation between the Curvature perturbations and the normalized entropy per-
turbations Eq. 1) is defined by (RS1) = kg CRSi(QW)?’(S )(k — k'), which using the result 1}
yields

Crsi = T2v2e7°0,(0)VIN, PY . (C6)

34



C.1.3 (s, ds_)

The entropy modes dsi are themselves correlated with each other. The corresponding cross-
correlation turns out to be

AW (5s, (1o, k)ds_ (10, k') = %A(Z) (051 (7e, K)ds_(7e, K)) (C7)
o I N},
= 2(1-1486%) ©,(0)° P 2(27r) 3@ (k — K,
which leads to the following cross-correlation between the associated normalized entropy pertur-
bations
28
Css_ =5 (1~ 486%) ©,(0)* I N, PY . (C8)

C.14 <5S:|:(58:|:>

Finally, the two-point correlation function of the entropy modes ds4 are given by

IN,
A (B54(7e, )ds (7o, K) = —2677 (14 406%) ©2(0)* 575 (2n)° 6P (k — k). (C9)
(2) / 8 +876 2 2 I Ny 3¢(3) ’
A (651 (Te, k)51 (T, K')) = —3e (1 + 486%) ©1() W(27T) Ok -k, (C10)
7—8

which lead to the following power spectra for the normalized entropy modes
4
Ps, = 70, () PV (1 — 5 (7+3126%) eiw@l(e)mk) . (C11)

From the above results we see that for positive ¢, the power spectrum Ps, is amplified exponen-
tially which is a manifestation of chirality in vector fields perturbations due to parity violating
term [B, [0, [7, [§]. In our setup since we have decomposed the perturbations into the adiabatic and
entropy modes, the chirality is translated into the enhancement of the power of the entropy mode
S, compared to S_.

C.2 Tensor modes

Similar to what we did for the scalar modes, we can find the interaction Hamiltonian from the
total quadratic Lagrangian which can be classified as dH; " =3, 0H} | with

8 _\A =\
SHIT = 5\/1627 ', OHp, = \/ Z 7 (C12)
TT T A=A
0H; —_[ Zt 0H;, :§16277 )
where again the integral over momenta in Fourier space are dropped for the sake of simple pre-
sentation. The Feynman diagrams associated with the first two interactions above are presented

in Fig |13 where the exchange vertex between 7 and " is shown.
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Figure 13: Exchange vertex Feynman diagrams between GWs tensor modes 7 and vector fields
tensor modes 7 with the same polarizations A = +, X.

C.2.1 (%)
In this case, the leading corrections are given by
A7, k)7 (1, K)) = (A(WWA)ZM + AD(F)) 0+ AP
FAB (7221 + A2 )b (27)60 (k ~ K) . (C13)

Implementing the in-in formula Eq. and using the relevant interaction Hamiltonians from

Eq. (C12)), we find
AW ((FN?), = 4IeRe [z/

T0 1

Te dT 4I€Nk

(%(71)%(%))2] = 3 (C14)

and

A = sizte [T [ B )50 B [T i B )
i N [GNk

2k3 ’
ARG = —250te [ B [ o5y i) ) T P )
IENk
2k.3 ’
AP = —s6e [ [ 5, ()] I 7 ) ) )
i i IGNk
poTER
AQ)((?) )22 = +128¢ /edﬁ/ @Im 716 Tl)Vk(Te)}Im[%(TZ)’Vk(Te)tk:(7'2)tk(ﬁ)}

IENk

4
= —|—6—@1(9)€4>m0 (2492 1+ Nk)

= —5@1(9) e (966 + Ni) -

2
- +3—@1(9)e4’\”9(2492 + Ny

= OO (~ 2+ N (C15)

Substituting the above results into Eq. (C13)) the total corrections to the power spectrum of
~* is obtained to be

IENk
2k3

A (1 k)P (7, K)) = 2(1 + (3267 = 2+ 3N, O (0)e ™™ ) o (2m)7 (k — K. (C16)
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Since Ny ~ 60, the second term above is the leading correction Which comes from the interaction
Hamiltonians dH} | and §H[y in the nested integral in Eq. . These dominant corrections
are corresponding to the Feynman diagrams Fig. |2 From the result Eq. ( - we find the power
spectrum for the different polarizations of the gravitational tensor modes given in Eq. .

c.2.2 (70

The dominant corrections to the power spectrum of the vector field tensor modes are given by

AP{() )20 + AP(()%)33 + AP{((1)?)31 + AP ((14)%)13

+

AP (7o, k) 2 (7, X)) = [A(”«t_A)Q)s + AP((E)%) 11+ AP((1))12 + AP{(£2)*)
)

+

AB ()2 + AP ()] S 2Ok =K) . (C17)

Performing the corresponding in-in integral as in the case of GWs, we find

AW(())s = +?@1(8)268w(1 +486’2);63]j§,

AR = +%@1(9)268W (106° + 16Alj—9 —1) + Ny ;N; ,
AR((#2))1y = —g@ (6)% (20892+16A@) + Ny i{j\%
AP ) ) = —%61(9)268”9 (5202 + 16/\k9> Nk}%
AD(()) = +§61(9)268W (11262 + 16A’i—f +1) + Ny ;ZN;“ ,

Wlth A(2)<(t_)‘)2>33 ~ 0(1262) and A(2)<(t_’\)2>13 = A(2)<(t_/\)2>31 = A(2)<(t_>‘)2>23 = A(2)<(t_)‘)2>32 = 0
Summing the above corrections, the power spectrum of the tensor perturbations associated
with the vector fields perturbations to leading order becomes Eq. .

C.2.3 (Ft)

The cross-correlation between gravitational tensor modes and vector field tensor modes is non-
vanishing in our setup as

A T (7 ) = sVIeRe[i [ B = 2 T T i)

T0 Tl

AXT0 \/_N k

= 20.(0)eM N5

5w (2m)36® (k — K) (C18)

from which we find Eq. .
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D Cubic Interactions

In order to calculate the NGs we need the cubic interactions. In this appendix we first present
the cubic Lagrangians and then obtain the corresponding cubic interaction Hamiltonians.

D.1 Cubic Lagrangians

Expanding the action around background configuration and up to third order for scalar
and tensor perturbations defined in Eq. we find the cubic Lagrangian 6 L®® which we classify

it as follows
6L(3) _ 5LSSS + 5LSST + 5LSTT + 5LTTT’ (Dl)

where, similar to the quadratic case, the superscripts S and T denote scalar and tensor modes

LSST

respectively so that ¢§ represents cubic Lagrangian that includes interactions with two scalar

modes and one tensor mode and so on.

D.1.1 Scalar-scalar-scalar

After tedious calculations and making some integration by parts, the cubic action of the form
scalar-scalar-scalar, which includes only scalar modes, simplifies to

SLSSS — \/—}g_e / da (L5 + VISLS™S + 16£5%) (D2)
with
505 = —rb {7 (=253) ]+ 27 (=200 ] + (007)?)
700 |2(085)° + (6°0)* + (9000
407 f(gw(fﬁ%)'a& —7°(77%6s) 060 + Ea%’)az? +0000U00Y |, (D3)

6L555 = —18s :7‘4 [(7“25_5) /] i 4 27* [(7_280)/] i + (887)2]

05| 2(805)% + (820 + (86(7)2}

+25550" — 250" 55 + 2780 00 55 — 4730 960 053

—407 [(%@% — 6500s) (0U" — gaf]) + %aaﬁaaf/] : (D4)
5L = 250" 4 25055 + 10053 + 210505 57— 79 30"

—2760(005)? — 4765065060 + 2760 (000 )?

+20(1200095s + 100005 + 1835980 + 3705 D0 + 2795080 AU, (D5)

where 6o and ds are the adiabatic and entropy modes that are defined in Egs. and and

we have dropped spatial indices for the sake of simplicity in notation. In addition, similar to the
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other vector fields scalar modes in , we have defined the canonical field Y associated to the
non-dynamical scalar mode Y as

Y =V2fY. (D6)

We therefore need to substitute Y to the linear order in the above interaction Lagrangian.
Substituting from Egs. and in (B3] and then using Eq. , we find the solution at

the linear order as /2 L o
— 2 08\’ oo\’
Vav 2
o7 =57(5) -viE) ] (D7)
which expresses the spatial Laplacian of Y in terms of the adiabatic and entropy modes. We also
need 09Y up to linear order to substitute in the cubic action. Solving Eq. (B2) to first order of

perturbation, we find
— 1 —
@@Y - 562}/(513 - Mij 5 (DS)
where 0%Y is given by Eq. ‘D and M;; is a symmetric spatial rank two tensor satisfying
M'i;=0, D'V M;; =0. (D9)

To find the explicit form of M;;, we first note that since our model is isotropic, following
the SVT theorem, the scalar, vector and tensor modes do not couple to each other at the linear
order of perturbations. Second, we note that d;; and the Levi-Civita tensor €;j,, are the only
invariant tensors on the spatial manifold. In this regard, M;; would have the following general
form

1
M;; = 0;0;51 — 5825151‘]‘ ; (D10)

where 57 is a first order scalar perturbation that can be generally constructed from the linear
combinations of dynamical scalar modes (%, Js, U ). The traceless condition is satisfied trivially
by the above solution while the transverse condition implies that 920%S; = 0. The scalar modes
(60,05, U) are independent and therefore we conclude S; = 0 which results in

(D11)

@@?:éy?%,
with the explicit form of 9%Y given by Eq. (D7).

Moreover, we compute bispectra at the super-horizon limit k7 — 0 so we discard the cubic
interactions that are suppressed in this limit. We therefore compare the cubic interactions looking
at their spatial derivatives. Taking this fact into account, we are left only with the leading
interactions and the cubic actions then take simple forms.

The canonical scalar and entropy modes do and ds are free of any spatial derivative and we
take them to be of the order O(k") in the amplitude of wave vector. From Eq. , we conclude
that Y is of the order O(k~2) which shows that 90Y is of the same order as o and &s. In the
same manner, we conclude that U is of the order O(k™") and then OU is of the order O(k%). In
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this regard, all the interactions in the first line of the Lagrangian are of the order O(k?),
the interactions in the second line are of the order O(k?), and the interactions in third line are of
the order O(kf). We can neglect the interactions in the second line in comparison with the first
line. Similarly, we ignore all other terms that are suppressed in the super-horizon limit k7 — 0

in Egs. (D3)-(D5).
Substituting from Eq. (D11)), the leading interactions for the cubic Lagrangian with three
scalar modes which is defined in Eq. (D2)) are given by

oo d%{%ﬁ [(=253) | 707 + VI) (20* [ (200) | + (@77
+407 | (207100985 — 72 (r255) 900 + 85085 ) OU + %5827820]
WIS (r255) | - 285350 + 205755 — 2750055 (D12)
+407 | (50087 — 55055) (90" - gaﬁ) + %EW?@%/H
1 (250" + 250 55" 4 780 05" + 213505 5 — 000"
~20(1255905 + 130005 + 1853007 + 3735 067 + 2r35085") 00 } ,

where the explicit form of %Y is given by Eq. @) The first two lines do not include factor 1
and they are larger than the other interactions.

D.1.2 Scalar-scalar-tensor

The next term in Eq. (D1]) is the cubic action of the form scalar-scalar-tensor which, after direct
calculation, turns out to be

SLT = % / AP (5£§ST VIS +1 5£§ST) , (D13)
with
OLET = 2000 | (72(r ) = 206" 0uTi ) ODY + (207 (77 ) + €00 ) 0PT|,
5L = 215s [72 (722;) O (Y + 200) + € 0,80 0 (U — 29?)]

SLIT — gT [(gg +05)OPY + (8730860 — 9357 3s) + "™ 0,550,0'U ] Vij -

Substituting Eq. (D11), we find 0,0;Y does not contribute. Moreover, v;; and ¢;; are of the
order of O(k?), and we have ignored suppressed terms in the limit k7 — 0, so Eq. (D13]) simplifies
to

H e TN i
SST 3 3 ] 7
SLST ~ 407 —\/E/d x (5a+\/f(55)(—T2) Ldis (D14)
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D.1.3 Scalar-tensor-tensor

For the cubic action of the form scalar-tensor-tensor, we find

I — ~ 2 - n ]
SLSTT = _\ﬁ Hr / d%{(éa +VT4s) (74 [(T—Qtzj) } + (Ojtin — Onlij)O"t” (D15)
€
7 _ iy o
—4972%(7_2%)163-’1”8”@”1) + g[((bﬁ'% + 7265 (t—> — 0,05(0"t7 — 8’tn])>%j}.

T2

The leading terms in the super-horizon limit are obtained to be,

SLSTT —\/%TH / d3x[(%+ \/75)74(@)'—4729%6;”%@”1] (i—;)' (D16)

2
D.1.4 Tensor-tensor-tensor

The cubic action for pure tensor modes turns out to be
n 2 iTMN 0§ T Zim o n 7im an7J
SLTTT = rH / Po{r|(7%) | = (0T Ve — 20,0 0T,, + 0,1 0T,

b 1000 (LY 0+ (1 07— 05,)] V7 + 01777 D17

where 6L777 is the cubic Lagrangian for the gravitational tensor modes. We know that NG
induced by §L777 is small [62] and therefore we do not consider it here.

Taking the super-horizon limit, the leading interactions in the above cubic Lagrangian are
given by

72

SL™T ~TH / d*x [7'4 |:(7'72%1'j)/:| i + 407 [(i)laﬁmn + (g)/(ﬁmf; — 8ifmn)H7ij . (D18)

Finally we comment on the contributions that can potentially come from the quadratic action.
We have already obtained the linear equation of motion for non-dynamical mode Y in Eq.
at the first order of perturbations and also we have solved it in Eq. . We, however, note
that there are some other second order corrections to the equation of motion of Y which can be
obtained if we take into account the effects of the cubic Lagrangians 6 L5 and 6L55T defined in
Egs. (D2)) and respectively. To see this fact, we note that in quadratic Lagrangian (B1)),
the non-dynamical mode appeared as 6L D 9%V (9?Y — 2S;) where Sy = 6Q' + 24" f~1f 400
is the solution at the first order 9°Y ) = S, as can be seen from (B3]). The cubic contribution
that may come from the second order corrections to the non-dynamical mode then would take
the form JL®) D 9?Y @ (52Y ) — S,) = 0 where we have used the linear equation of motion in
the parenthesis. Therefore, there is not any cubic contribution coming from the second order
corrections to the equation of motion of non-dynamical field Y.
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D.2 Cubic interaction Hamiltonians

Here we calculate the cubic interaction Hamiltonians from the cubic Lagrangians that we com-
puted in the previous subsection. We have already obtained the quadratic interaction Hamilto-
nians for the scalar and tensor modes in Eqgs. and (C12)) respectively. Similar to the case
of quadratic interaction Hamiltonians, we have 6H #+ 5L due to the existence of the terms
with time derivatives. Moreover, we note that quadratic Lagrangian gives some cubic contribu-
tions to the cubic Hamiltonian when we work in interaction picture [49]. Therefore, we work with
the total Lagrangian up to the cubic order that is the sum of quadratic Lagrangians and

, and cubic Lagrangians Eqs. (D12)), (D14]), (D16)), and (D18)) as

Ltot LSS + LTT + 6LSSS + 5LSST + 5LSTT + 5LTTT ) (Dlg)

We should perform Legendre transformation on this total Lagrangian to find the total Hamil-
tonian. In order to do this, we use the compact notation of Q7 = {do,ds,0; U,’ym, ti;}. The
associated conjugate momenta I1; = {I1°7, 11°% 1TV HZJ, IT. ;} are given by the Legendre transfor-
mation as follows

aLtot 65 aLtot U aLtot aLtot Ht B 8Ltot

M ="—— 1 —, V= ——— I =——= I ="". D20
B 905 o(0U") oy ot (D20)

The total Hamiltonian is given by H%*' =1I1;Q"/ — L%t as
H' =165 + 1135 + MYV 00" + 179 + T4EY7 — Lt (D21)

Substituting from Eqs. (D12), (D14)), (D16), and (D18)) in (D19)) and then using the result
in the above relation, we obtain the explicit expression for the total Hamiltonian. Working with

the interaction picture fields and then expressing the results in terms of the time derivative of
interaction picture fields, it is cumbersome but straightforward to find the total Hamiltonian in
the interaction picture.

In the case of three scalar modes, the leading terms in the cubic interaction Hamiltonian in
interaction picture are given by

H 2 —_—— —2 = — N\ 2— —_——t =t
SHSSS ~ o / d%{[ {;503 + graa 50" + 5505 00 — 76((7*255)) 30 — 5705 5 501
4190+ V5|2 ((m255y) + 2((200y) - 20 (5550 + 2rta + T 57 )
2 76 2 4

vl (%) - @ vamoo (5) +vi(aoe ((5) -H(5)) o

T T2
}7

a7 (5005 - 30080 (25 ) + 220" — 500 — Var(o 3 - g&’m})
T

(5 (o5 (%) - varo (DY) - wooms (%) + (3 455 (5) )0
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where the subscript I in the left hand side denotes that the fields are in the interaction picture
while we do not use a new notation for the fields for the sake of simplicity. Comparing the
cubic interaction Hamiltonian with the corresponding cubic Lagrangian , we see that
SH?S £ —§ L5 and there are some other contributions which are originated from the cross terms
in the quadratic Lagrangians that include time derivative.

For the case of two scalar modes and one tensor, the interaction Hamiltonian in the interaction
picture is given by

SHSST ~ 3H / &z(50 + V105 53)( ) 9 . (D23)
In the case of one scalar mode and two tensor modes we find

SHSTT ~ \f TH / &z 5a+\/_ 13s)r (J) 4729&;71”0”%] (ﬁ) (D24)

where only the leading terms are kept.
For the case of three tensor modes, the leading terms to the cubic interaction Hamiltonian are
given by

SHTTT ~ T3H/d3I [72((T2Z,-j)’)2 1 4peml [(g)lf)ﬁmn + (f_i;),(amfz — a¢%m">i|i|7ij . (D25)

Comparing the above cubic interaction Hamiltonians with the corresponding cubic La-
grangians Eqs. (D14)), (D16), and (D18), we find that dHPT = —§L55T, 6HFT™ = —5L5TT,
and 6H} T = —§LTTT | respectively.

Having obtained all quadratic interaction Hamiltonians in Egs. and , and all cubic
interaction Hamiltonians in Egs. (D22)), (D23)), (D24)), and (D25]), we can compute any three-point
function in our model by means of the in-in formalism .

E Calculation of (RRR)

In this appendix, we present the details of in-in calculations for the three-point function of the
curvature perturbations. In order to do so, from Eq. , we see that we need to calculate the
bispectra of do. The interaction Hamiltonian required to calculate the bispectra of scalar modes
is given in Eq. . Naively, the one-vertex tree level Feynman diagram which is shown in Fig
seems to give the dominant contribution and, therefore, we start by this diagram. Only the
first two terms in the total interaction Hamiltonian (D22))

SHESS = 1\[ o(50" + 27250 5. (E1)

contribute to this diagram. Performing the Fourier transformation for the above interaction
Hamiltonian and substituting the result into the in-in formula (38) and expanding to the first
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Figure 14: Tree-level diagram for one-vertex contribution to the NG of the curvature perturba-
tions.

order, yields

T

(00 (k1)d0o(ka)do(ks))|pigma = @ e dTl([5H§7813(T1), 00 (e, k1)00 (7e, ka)d0 (e, ks) )

70

- % [ e dT_Tll I 007, (7.)007, (7.)80%, (7.) (12008, (71)001, ()0, (1)

—20m, (5021 (Te) 00k, (Te)d0ky (Te) + 2perm) + 577 (5021 (7’6)50;2(76)50;@3 (1e) + 2perm)>}

NN

= 287'3 .13 INg (27'(')353(1(1 + ko + kg) , (EQ)

where K = 4 (ky + k2 + k3) is a reference momentum and N = —In(—K7,.) is the number of
e-folds associated to K till the end of inflation.

Now, using the definition , it is straightforward to show that the contribution from the
Feynman diagram Fig [14] to the three-point function of the curvature perturbations in the super
horizon limit is given by

HY SR

_ 1622 INg sz? (271‘)353(1(1 + ko + kg) . (E?))

(R(k1)R (ko) R(k3)) |rigmg =

In a similar way, we can compute the two-vertex contributions to the three-point function of
the curvature perturbations. For the sake of simplicity in computation, we work with dsy rather
than ds and U and all the results can be easily translated in terms of these physical variables
through the linear transformations . The relevant Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig
which has one three-leg vertex and one two-leg vertex. The two-leg vertex is determined by (5HIS§
with ¢ = 1,2,3,4 in (C1)) while the relevant three-leg vertex interaction Hamiltonian in is
given by

I T
SHS ~ =5\ - H / @*w (435 50 + 10735 00 80 + 7255 6 30 ) (E4)
’ €

As an example, we present some details of calculations for dsy in Fig. [I5] Substituting from
Eq. in the above interaction Hamiltonian and going to the Fourier space, we can find the
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Figure 15: Tree-level diagrams for two-vertex contributions to the NG of the curvature perturba-
tions.

contributions of ds; to the cubic interaction (E4). Substituting this result together with the
quadratic interaction Hamiltonians 5H}Q’,Sl73 defined in Eq. 1' into the in-in formula Eq. 1}
and expanding up to the first order in parameter I, we find

(60 (k1 )do(ka)do(Ks)) |rigms =
_/ dTl/ dro([0H?S (1), [SHT (1) + OHF3 (1), 60 (7e, K1 )30 (7, ko) 00 (72, ks) | ])

_ / i, / dro([SHS (1) + SHS (r0), [FHESS (1), 60 (e, K )60 (12, ka0 (72, Kes)]])
T0 T0

28H k3
=—\/- cosh(470)0,(0) IN;. 2.k (2m)35% (kg + ko + k3) . (Eb)
€ 373 Ik}

The contribution coming from ds_ can also be obtained in a similar way.

After summing all contributions and using the definition (24)), we obtain the following result
at the super horizon limit

85H* DL P

We see that the ratio of the amplitude of the two-vertex Feynman diagram [15(to the one-vertex
diagram [14] is proportional to Nx which shows that the two-vertex contributions are larger than
the one-vertex one. In other words, as mediator particles, the entropy modes dsi enhance the
amplitude of the three-point functions. Therefore, we expect that the three-vertex contributions
would be even larger than the two-vertex contribution. The Feynman diagrams for the three-
vertex contribution are shown in Fig. [l Therefore, similar to the two-vertex case, we need
the second order Hamiltonians 5HIS§ with ¢ = 1,2,3,4 which are defined in . Looking at
the transformation , we see that the cubic interaction Hamiltonian which contributes to the

Feynman diagram {4 is given by the first two terms in the second line of the total interaction
Hamiltonian (D22))

¢ H — N2 - o] —
sHS = T 2 [ g3y [5 77255))" 4+ 4((r20U))" | do . E7
=G o [ s m) +a((ra0) (€D
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Had we worked with the original variables ds and U, from the quadratic action 1} and cubic in-
teractions , only the first term in the above interaction Hamiltonian would have contributed
to the three-point function since the results are independent of the fields that we use.

Going to the Fourier space and expanding the in-in formula up to the third order in the
perturbations, for diagram (a) in Fig. and only for s, as the mediator, we find

<(50’<k1)(50’(k2)50’(k3)>|y‘iga) = —Z/ dT1/ dTQ/ d7'3
{<[5HIS§S(73), [5H}<;781(72) + 5HISE(7—2), [5HIS781(71) + 5HIS7%(71), 00 (7o, kq)do (7o, ka)do (e, kg)HD
+< [(5H§7sl(73) + 5HIS7SQ(73), [5HIS§)’S(7—2), [(5H§7sl(71) + 5HIS7§(71), 0o (7o, kq)do (7o, ko)do (e, kg)“]>

—|—< [5H18781(73) + 5HIS’82(7'3), |:5HIS7SI(7-2) + 6H1$§(7—2), [5]—]187%8(7'1), 00 (7o, k1)d0 (7e, ko)do (T, k3)ﬂ]>}

297H k3
N _\[24_73(68”9 —1)61(0)* IN}; %ksf (27)%6° (k1 + ko + k3) . (E8)

For panel (b) of Fig. (), and again for ds. as the mediator, we also find

23H 2 3 Zz kf 3 <3
(00 (k1)do (ke)do (ks))righn) = —\/ ——5 ©1(0)" [Ny 75 (2m)°0° (ki + ko + k). (E9)

In a similar manner we obtain the contributions coming from the other entropy mode ds_ of the
diagrams shown in Fig. [

Similar to the two vertices case, the sum of all contributions associated to linearized 6 terms
in Lagrangian vanishes in above Hamiltonian permutations. Adding the results for both
0s, and ds_ mediators we find the following result for the three-point function of curvature
perturbations associated to Fig. [4]

The three-point function for the curvature perturbations is the sum of all contributions coming

from the diagrams shown in Figs. [14] [L5] and [4] which are calculated in (E3), (E6), and (E10)
respectively. The three-vertex contribution (E10)) is proportional to N3 which is larger than the

one-vertex and two-vertex contributions. Therefore, the dominant contribution to the bi-spectrum
of the curvature perturbations is given by (E10)).
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