
Opening the reheating box in
multifield inflation
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Abstract. The robustness of multi-field inflation to the physics of reheating is inves-
tigated. In order to carry out this study, reheating is described in detail by means of
a formalism which tracks the evolution of scalar fields and perfect fluids in interaction
(the inflatons and their decay products). This framework is then used to establish the
general equations of motion of the background and perturbative quantities controlling
the evolution of the system during reheating. Next, these equations are solved exactly
by means of a new numerical code. Moreover, new analytical techniques, allowing us to
interpret and approximate these solutions, are developed. As an illustration of a physi-
cal prediction that could be affected by the micro-physics of reheating, the amplitude of
non-adiabatic perturbations in double inflation is considered. It is found that ignoring
the fine-structure of reheating, as usually done in the standard approach, can lead to
differences as big as ∼ 50%, while our semi-analytic estimates can reduce this error to
∼ 10%. We conclude that, in multi-field inflation, tracking the perturbations through
the details of the reheating process is important and, to achieve good precision, requires
the use of numerical calculations.
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1 Introduction

One of the most important result recently obtained in the field of Cosmology is that
the physical conditions that prevailed in the very early Universe can be convincingly
described by the theory of cosmic inflation [1–10]. Moreover, and this is even more
impressive, detailed pieces of information about the mechanism responsible for this in-
flationary phase have started to be gathered. So far, all astrophysical data are compat-
ible with single-field models [11] and the corresponding potential is known to be of the
plateau shape (or close to it) [12–14], the prototypical scenario satisfying these physical
requirements being the Starobinsky model [1].

Does that mean that the final word has been said about the mechanism that drives
inflation? There are reasons to believe this is not the case. In particular, since inflation
proceeds at very high energies, much higher energies than the ones probed in accelerators,
its description must be based on extensions of the standard model of particle physics.
Generically, these frameworks predict the presence of several (scalar) fields. So a natural
arena for designing well-motivated models seems to be multi-field inflation (see, e.g.,
Refs. [15–27] for works that are particularly relevant for the present article). In this
sense, a fundamental and so far open problem consists in explaining how, from this
multi-field description, an effective single-field scenario emerges, as revealed by the data.

It is also interesting to notice that the above described situation could, maybe,
change in the near future. Indeed, the next generation of experiments will probe even
further the micro-physics of inflation, for instance by measuring in refined details the
properties of the large scale structures and/or of the Cosmic Microwave Background
(CMB) anisotropies [28–30]. These experiments will soon come on line. They could re-
veal that the physical nature of inflation, so far compatible (and, to some extent, hidden)
in an effective single-field framework, is in fact multi-field at a deeper level. Given the
present efficiency of the single-field description, however, the corresponding observational
signatures, if ever detected, are likely to manifest themselves as small deviations. The
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previous considerations indicate that it is important to know what physical predictions
are expected from multi-field inflation and to calculate those predictions with enough
accuracy.

The typical signatures of multi-field inflation, namely those that would allow us to
distinguish multi-field inflation from single-field inflation, have already been studied in
great details in the literature. Among the emblematic predictions of multi-field inflation
that are not compatible with a single-field description are a violation of consistency
relation r = −8nT (r is the tensor to scalar ratio and nT is the tensor spectral index) [21],
the presence, at a level to be determined, of Non-Gaussianity (NG) [31] and of non-
adiabatic perturbations [32–34]. In fact, to be more precise, NG is also compatible
with single-field models provided the fields have non-canonical terms but non-canonical
and multi-field NG may be of different type and therefore can be, at least in principle,
distinguished (see, e.g., Refs. [35–50] for specific signatures of multi-field inflation in the
NG signal). On the other hand, the presence of non-adiabatic modes in the data would
establish, beyond any doubt, that the dynamics during inflation involves several degrees
of freedom.

At this stage, it ought to be mentioned that there is a fundamental difference
between single-field and multi-field inflation: in multi-field inflation, the details of what
happens during the reheating epoch [51–59] affect the behavior of the perturbations
even on super-Hubble scales [60–65] (note, however, that even in single-field inflation,
the small scales can be affected by the details of metric preheating [66–69]; for interesting
references on preheating in multi-field inflation, see Refs. [70–76]). Technically, this is
because, in presence of non-adiabatic perturbations, curvature perturbations can evolve,
even on large scales. This implies that calculating the behavior of the system during
inflation is a priori not sufficient to establish the predictions of a multi-field scenario:
we need to model the reheating and to follow the perturbations during this phase. What
we have just described has important implications for the above discussion. Since the
reheating phase is a priori complicated, so is an accurate calculation of the corresponding
properties of multi-field scenarios. However, as we have already mentioned, we need such
accurate estimates in order to optimize the use of cosmological data and to constrain
inflationary scenarios beyond the single-field framework.

In the literature, considerable efforts have been made to understanding what hap-
pens during the (multi-field) inflationary phase but much less efforts have been devoted
to investigating the influence of reheating. This will be the main focus of the present
paper. Very often, the dynamics of reheating is simply ignored and the predictions follow
from simple assumptions about the continuity of the relevant quantities used to describe
the inflationary scenario under scrutiny. In this article, on the contrary, we will model
reheating in detail by carefully following the decay of the inflaton fields during this epoch.
This will require the use of a formalism which explicitly includes interactions between
scalar fields and perfect fluids (since perfects fluids will be assumed to be a good de-
scription of the inflaton fields decay products) both at the background and perturbative
levels [65, 77, 78]. Then, we will follow the fate of the perturbations through this detailed
description of reheating and study how it depends on the parameters of the models, for
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instance the decay rates. This will also allow us to compare approaches where the details
of reheating are ignored to the framework of this article where the dynamics of reheating
is taken into account. As a consequence, we will be able to assess how much precision on
the final predictions of a model is lost by using a simplified treatment of reheating. As
already mentioned, since the curvature perturbation is not necessarily conserved during
reheating, the corresponding effect is expected to be relevant.

As noticed above, multi-field inflationary scenarios can be quite complicated and
lead to several predictions that differ from those of single-field models. As a simple
illustration of how the predictions in multi-field inflation depend on reheating, we will
therefore not try to be exhaustive nor to consider only fully realistic scenarios (that
is to say, necessarily fully compatible with the most recent astrophysical data) but,
rather, we will concentrate on one observable, namely the amplitude of non-adiabatic
perturbations. Moreover, when it comes to concrete numbers, we will focus on a specific
scenario, namely double inflation [15–17, 20]. We will calculate exactly the evolution
of the system by mean of two numerical codes (in order to check our conclusions).
Then, we will compare these exact results with several analytical approaches, some of
them being already present in the literature [15, 17] and some others being introduced
here. The previous program will allow us to address the main question of the paper,
namely assessing the robustness of the predictions in multi-field inflation to changes in
the physics of reheating.

This article is organized as follows. After this foreword, Sec. 1, we discuss how
exchanges between fluids can be introduced and modeled, at the background level in
Sec. 2, and at the perturbed level in Sec. 3. Then, in Sec. 4, we consider the previous
formalism in the general case of reheating after a model of two-field inflation and, in
Sec. 5, we apply this approach to a concrete model, namely two-field inflation. In Sec. 6,
we compare our results to the ones already existing in the literature. Finally, we present
our conclusions in Sec. 7. We end the paper with an appendix A where we develop
new analytical techniques to describe the behavior of the background at the time of the
heavy field decay.

2 Scalar fields and fluids in presence of energy-momentum exchanges

2.1 General equations

In this paper, we consider a situation where there are several fluids living in a space-time
described by the four-dimensional metric tensor gµν(xκ); each fluid is characterized by

its own energy-momentum tensor, T
(α)
µν . The index “(α)” is written between parenthesis

to indicate that it is not a space-time index but a label identifying the fluid. However,
in the following, when no confusion is possible, we will not write the parenthesis in order
to avoid cluttered notations. Also, the fluid label will indifferently appear either up or
down. Concretely, the different fluids will be either scalar fields or perfect fluids with
constant equations of state (although one could easily accommodate time-dependent
equations of state). A crucial aspect of the physical situation considered in the present
article is that energy-momentum transfers between the fluids will be possible. This
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will be described by the following conservation equations, based on a detailed balance
analysis [65, 77, 78]

∇νTµν(α) =
∑

(β)

[
Qµ(α)→(β) −Q

µ
(β)→(α)

]
, (2.1)

where ∇ν denotes the covariant derivative associated with the metric gµν . The vector
Qµ(α)→(β) describes the transfer from the fluid “(α)” to the fluid “(β)” while, evidently,

the vector Qµ(β)→(α) describes the transfer from the fluid “(β)” to the fluid “(α)”. The

vector Qµ(α)→(β) can always be written in a covariant, non-perturbative way, as [65, 77, 78]

Qµ(α)→(β) = Q(α)→(β)u
µ + fµ(α)→(β), (2.2)

with fµ(α)→(β)uµ = 0 where uµ is the total velocity of matter. We see that Qµ(α)→(β) has

been decomposed in terms of a scalar, Q(α)→(β), and a vector, fµ(α)→(β).
We have just mentioned that individual energy momentum tensors are not con-

served due to the presence of possible transfers between the fluids. But, clearly, the
total energy momentum tensor must be conserved because it sources Einstein equations

Gµν =
1

M2
Pl

∑

(α)

T (α)
µν , (2.3)

where, of course, Gµν ≡ Rµν−Rgµν/2 is the Einstein tensor (Rµν is the Ricci tensor and
R the scalar curvature) while MPl is the reduced Planck mass. In order to satisfy the
Bianchi identities, one must have ∇ν [

∑
(α) T

µν
(α)] = 0. Physically, as already mentioned,

this expresses the fact that, if energy momentum transfers can occur among fluids, the
total energy momentum must be conserved and the net sum of all transfers must equal
zero.

2.2 Scalar fields

In this section, we consider the case where the fluids under consideration are all scalar
fields. Therefore, we assume that we have Nfield scalars with canonical kinetic terms, that
we denote φa with a = 1, · · · , Nfield (as it was the case in the last subsection for indices
between parenthesis, a is not a space-time index and, in the following, for notational
convenience, will be displayed either up or down). As is well-known, the corresponding
stress-energy tensor can be written as

Tµν =

Nfield∑

a=1

(
∂µφa∂νφa −

1

2
gµνg

αβ∂αφa∂βφa

)
− gµνV (φ1, · · · , φNfield

), (2.4)

where V (φa) is the potential function that we do not need to specify at this stage.
A crucial remark is that, because the potential term V (φa) is a priori non-separable,
the above stress-energy tensor cannot be written as the sum of individual stress-energy
tensors, namely cannot be written as

∑Nfield
a=1 T aµν where T aµν would be the stress-energy
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tensor associated with the field φa. However, a collection of Nfield scalar fields can
also be viewed as a collection of Nfield + 1 perfect fluids with constant equations of
state [65, 77, 78]. In this approach, we have Nfield “kinetic fluids” with stress-energy
tensor1

TKaµν = ∂µφa∂νφa −
1

2
gµνg

αβ∂αφa∂βφa, (2.5)

and one “potential fluid” with stress-energy tensor

T Vµν = −gµνV (φ1, · · · , φNfield
), (2.6)

and the total stress-energy tensor can be expressed as the sum of the stress-energy tensors
of the kinetic and potential fluids, Tµν =

∑Nfield
a=1 TKaµν + T Vµν . More precisely, the kinetic

fluids have energy density and pressure

ρKa = pKa = −1

2
gαβ∂αφa∂βφa, (2.7)

which shows that each of them has a constant, “stiff”, equation of state, wKa ≡
pKa/ρKa = 1. The kinetic fluids have velocity uKaµ defined by uKaµ uKaν =

−∂µφa∂νφa/(gαβ∂αφa∂βφa) and, clearly, one verifies that uKaµ uµKa = −1 as expected.
On the other hand, the energy density and pressure of the potential fluid are given by

ρV = −pV = V (φ1, · · · , φNfield
), (2.8)

which means that this fluid has a vacuum equation of state, namely wV = −1. The
velocity of the potential fluid is not defined, which is not problematic since it will be
shown that, in fact, this quantity never appears in the equations of motion and is,
therefore, not relevant.

For the previous description to hold, there is however a price to pay: we must
assume that the kinetic and potential fluids interact. This is indeed necessary in order
to recover the correct equations of motion (namely, the Klein-Gordon equation) of the
scalar fields. This can be shown as follows. Using Eqs. (2.1) and (2.6), the conservation
equation for the potential fluid can be expressed as

∇νTµνV = −gµν∂νV = −
Nfield∑

a=1

∂µφa
∂V

∂φa
=

Nfield∑

a=1

(
QµV→Ka −Q

µ
Ka→V

)
, (2.9)

which is satisfied by

QµV→Ka = 0, QµKa→V = ∂µφa
∂V

∂φa
, (2.10)

1In accordance with the remark made in Sec. 2.1, we have written the stress-energy tensors without
a parenthesis around the labels “Ka” and “V ” since, in this case, there is no possible confusion with a
space-time index.
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where no sum is meant despite the repeated index “a” (recall that “a” is not a space-
time index). Then, if one writes the conservation equation for the kinetic fluids, using
Eq. (2.5), one arrives at

∇νTµνKa = ∂µφa∇ν∇νφa =
∑

b 6=a

(
QµKa→Kb −Q

µ
Kb→Ka

)
+QµKa→V −Q

µ
V→Ka , (2.11)

and, recalling Eqs. (2.10), this reduces to the known Klein-Gordon equation only if
QµKa→Kb = 0 for any index a and b.

We conclude that a situation with Nfield scalar fields is in fact equivalent to a
situation with Nfield + 1 perfect fluids (with constant equations of state) in interac-
tion [65, 77, 78]. This effective interaction is such that the interaction among kinetic
fluids vanishes and the energy-momentum transfer only proceeds from the kinetic fluids
to the potential one (and not the opposite).

2.3 Scalar fields and perfect fluids in interaction

In this article, since our goal is to study the reheating in multi-field inflationary models,
where, at the end of inflation, the inflaton fields decay in various channels the physical
properties of which can be described by means of hydro-dynamical considerations, we are
interested in a situation where there are scalar fields and perfect fluids in the Universe.
We have just seen that scalar fields can in fact be viewed as a collection of perfect
fluids, provided those fluids interact in a specific way. Therefore, a situation with scalar
fields and perfect fluids is in fact equivalent to a situation where there are only perfect
fluids, some of them being “fictitious” and some others being “real”. In the previous
section 2.2, we have written the interactions between the “fictitious” kinetic and potential
fluids obtained from the requirement that the usual equations of motion describing the
behavior of scalar fields are recovered. In this section, we consider the “real” interaction
between a scalar field and a “real” fluid.

Firstly, we notice that, on general grounds, the interaction between two fluids
can be characterized in a covariant, non-perturbative way, by the following exchange
vector [65, 77, 78]

Qµ(α)→(β) = Γ(α)→(β)T
µν
(α)u

(α)
ν , (2.12)

where Γ(α)→(β) > 0 is a coefficient that controls the strength of the interaction and
which can also be interpreted as a decay rate. If the fluid has a perfect fluid form (in

this article, we do not consider fluids which have anisotropic stress), namely T
(α)
µν =[

ρ(α) + p(α)

]
u

(α)
µ u

(α)
ν + p(α)gµν then, it is easy to show that

Qµ(α)→(β) = −Γ(α)→(β)ρ(α)u
µ
(α) . (2.13)

Secondly, we can apply the previous considerations to the questions studied in this
article. The crucial ingredient is to realize that the interaction between a scalar field
and a “real” fluid can in fact be viewed as an interaction between the corresponding
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“fictitious” kinetic fluid and the “real” fluid. In other words, this interaction will be
characterized by QµKa→(β) given by Eq. (2.12) and Qµ(β)→Ka = 0. The “fictitious” poten-
tial fluid will remain decoupled from all the “real” fluids present in space-time, namely
QµV→(β) = Qµ(β)→V = 0.

2.4 The Homogeneous and Isotropic FLRW Universe

The results discussed in the previous subsections are valid for any metric tensor, namely
for any space-time. We now assume that the Universe is homogeneous and isotropic
on large scales and, therefore, is described by a Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) metric ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)δijdx

idxj , where t is the cosmic time and a(t) is the
scale factor. The metric can also be written ds2 = a2(η)(−dη2 + δijdx

idxj), where η is
the conformal time related to cosmic time t by dt = a(η)dη. For a FLRW Universe (using
conformal time), the total velocity of matter is given by uµ = (1/a,0), uµ = (−a,0).
On very general grounds, for any type of fluid, the relation fµ(α)→(β)uµ = 0 implies that,

in Eq. (2.2), one has f0
(α)→(β) = 0 and, since f i(α)→(β) must vanish in an homogeneous

and isotropic background2, we reach the conclusion that fµ(α)→(β) = 0. Therefore, this
quantity simply does not appear at the background level. As a consequence, for any
type of fluid living in a FLRW Universe, one has (using conformal time) Q0

(α)→(β) =

Q(α)→(β)/a and Qi(α)→(β) = 0, with, using Eq. (2.2),

Q(α)→(β) = −Γ(α)→(β)ρ(α), (2.14)

since at the background level uµ(α) = uµ for any (α) and, as we have just seen, fµ(α)→(β) =
0.

2.4.1 Scalar fields in the FLRW Universe

Now, let us see how the formalism described in Secs. 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 can be applied in
an homogeneous and isotropic Universe filled with Nfield scalar fields. The total energy
density and pressure can be written as

ρ =

Nfield∑

a=1

φ′a
2

2a2
+ V (φ1, · · · , φNfield

), p =

Nfield∑

a=1

φ′a
2

2a2
− V (φ1, · · · , φNfield

), (2.15)

where a prime denotes a derivative with respect to conformal time. As already discussed,
it is not possible to decompose ρ and p as a sum overNfield individual energy densities and
pressures ρa and pa, one for each scalar field, unless the potential is separable, namely
unless we deal with the particular case where V (φ1, · · · , φNfield

) =
∑Nfield

a=1 Va(φa). In

2Indeed, this quantity can be decomposed into a scalar and a transverse 3-vector, f i(α)→(β) =

∂if(α)→(β) + f̃ i(α)→(β) with ∂if̃
i
(α)→(β) = 0. At the background level, the scalar part must vanish be-

cause the universe is homogeneous and the transverse 3-vector must also vanish because the universe is
isotropic.
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general, the conservation equation leads to the equations of motion for the fields φa,
namely

Nfield∑

a=1

φ′a
a

(
φ′′a + 2Hφ′a + a2Vφa

)
= 0, (2.16)

where the quantity H = a′/a is the conformal Hubble parameter, related to the Hubble
parameter H = ȧ/a (a dot standing for a derivative with respect to cosmic time) by
H = aH and where Vφa ≡ ∂V/∂φa. Eq. (2.16) is satisfied if, for each field φa, one has

φ′′a + 2Hφ′a + a2Vφa = 0, (2.17)

which is the standard form of the Klein-Gordon equations in a FLRW Universe.
As discussed in the previous sections 2.2 and 2.3, another way to proceed is to

introduce Nfield kinetic fluids and one potential fluid, which are perfect fluids with energy
density and pressure given by

ρKa =
φ′a

2

2a2
= pKa , ρV = V = −pV . (2.18)

Then, one can write the total energy density and pressure as ρ =
∑Nfield

a=1 ρKa + ρV and

p =
∑Nfield

a=1 pKa+pV . In order to recover the Klein-Gordon equations, we must introduce
interactions between these Nfield + 1 fluids which, in an homogeneous and isotropic
Universe, take the following form [we recall that all Qi(α)→(β) = 0 at the background

level]

aQKa→V = −φ′aVφa , aQV→Ka = 0, aQKa→Kb = 0. (2.19)

Indeed, with the above transfer vectors, the most general conservation equation for the
kinetic fluid, namely

ρ′Ka + 3H (ρKa + pKa) = a (QKa→V −QV→Ka) + a
∑

b6=a
(QKa→Kb −QKb→Ka) , (2.20)

simply reproduces the Klein-Gordon equation (2.17) for φa. On the other hand, the
conservation equation for the potential fluid

ρ′V = a

Nfield∑

a=1

(QV→Ka −QKa→V ) =

Nfield∑

a=1

φ′aVφa , (2.21)

is identically satisfied.
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2.4.2 Scalar fields and perfect fluids in interactions in the FLRW Universe

We now take into account the interactions between Nfield scalar fields and Nfluid “real”
fluids. Since we have these “fictitious” and “real” fluids in the Universe, the total energy
density and pressure can now be expressed as

ρ =

Nfield∑

a=1

ρKa + ρV +

Nfluid∑

(α)=1

ρ(α), p =

Nfield∑

a=1

pKa + pV +

Nfluid∑

(α)=1

P(α) . (2.22)

Then, one must rewrite the conservation equation (2.20) for the kinetic fluid and add the
terms describing the exchanges between fields (or “fictitious” fluids) and “real” fluids.
This leads to

ρ′Ka + 3H (ρKa + pKa) = a (QKa→V −QV→Ka) + a
∑

b6=a
(QKa→Kb −QKb→Ka)

+ a

Nfluid∑

(α)=1

[
QKa→(α) −Q(α)→Ka

]
, (2.23)

where QKa→(α) is given by Eq. (2.14), Q(α)→Ka = 0 and other interactions verify
Eq. (2.19). As a consequence, one obtains the following modified Klein-Gordon equation

φ′′a +


2H+

a

2

Nfluid∑

(α)=1

ΓKa→(α)


φ′a + a2Vφa = 0 , (2.24)

where it is clear that these new interactions result in extra friction terms for the scalar
fields, parameterized by the decay rates ΓKa→(α). On the other hand, the conservation
equation for ρV is not modified by any new terms since the potential fluid does not
interact with the “real” fluids. As a consequence, it is still identically satisfied.

If we now consider the “real” fluids, the conservation equation (2.1) leads to only
one non-trivial equation, its time-component. In a homogeneous and isotropic Universe,
it reads

ρ′(α) + 3H
[
ρ(α) + p(α)

]
= a

Nfield∑

a=1

[
Q(α)→Ka −QKa→(α)

]
+ a

Nfluid∑

(β)=1

[
Q(α)→(β) −Q(β)→(α)

]
,

(2.25)

where we recall that ρ(α) and p(α) are the energy density and pressure of the “real” fluid
(α). Using again Eq. (2.14), one obtains

ρ′(α) + 3H
[
ρ(α) + p(α)

]
−
Nfield∑

a=1

ΓKa→(α)

2a
φ′2a + a

Nfluid∑

(β)=1

[
Γ(α)→(β)ρ(α) − Γ(β)→(α)ρ(β)

]
= 0 ,

(2.26)
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where the decays of the scalar fields result in an enhancement of the energy densities
of the “real” fluids, as should be the case during reheating, while the self-interactions
of the “real” fluids can add extra complexity in the system with positive and negative
contributions. As already mentioned, the space component of the conservation equation
is identically satisfied.

The formalism described above is particularly well suited to describe the transfers
of energy that occur, at the background level, from scalar fields to cosmological fluids at
the end of inflation, namely during the reheating. This formalism will therefore be very
useful to study this epoch of the inflationary scenario which, we recall, is the main target
of this paper. Notice also that the interactions introduced before need not be turned
on by hand at the end of inflation: they are negligible but present during inflation
and dynamically become relevant only when the decay rates become of the order of the
Hubble parameter. This will be exemplified in the following when we study the case of
double inflation. Finally, as an additional remark, let us stress that this formalism can
also be used for the warm inflation scenario [79, 80].

We now turn to the description of linear fluctuations around a FLRW background
in the presence of interactions between scalar fields and “real” fluids. This is indeed
crucial in order to establish reliable cosmological predictions in multi-field models since,
in that case, and contrary to single-field scenarios, the curvature perturbation can evolve
during reheating, even on super-Hubble scales. It is therefore important to track the
behavior of the perturbations when the interactions between the inflaton fields and their
decay products play an important role in the dynamics of the Universe. This is the goal
of the next section.

3 Theory of cosmological perturbations in presence of energy-
momentum exchanges

3.1 General equations

In this section, we consider a Universe which is no longer homogeneous and isotropic
and which is filled with various fluids that can interact with each others. We as-
sume that the deviations from homogeneity and isotropy are small and, therefore,
can be treated perturbatively [81]. This leads to the theory of cosmological pertur-
bations in presence of energy-momentum exchanges [65, 77, 78]. As expected, this
only differs from the standard approach to cosmological perturbations in the fact that
the perturbed conservation equations of the various fluids (“fictitious” ones describ-
ing scalar fields, “real” fluids, etc.) acquire new terms to describe these exchanges,
in very much the same way as described before for the background. As a conse-
quence, the corresponding perturbed line element is written in the standard way, namely
ds2 = a2(η){−(1− 2φ)dη2 + 2(∂iB)dxidη+ [(1− 2ψ)δij + 2∂i∂jE]dxidxj} and is charac-
terized by four functions, φ, B, ψ and E that are time and space dependent. Here, we
have taken into account only scalar perturbations and, in principle, the perturbed line
element should also contain a vector and a tensor parts. In this article, we focus on the
scalar sector only, that is decoupled from vectors and tensors at this order of perturbation
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theory. In order to be consistent, the matter sector is also perturbed and we introduce
perturbed scalar fields δφa(η,x) and/or perturbed energy density δρ(α)(η,x) and pres-
sure, δp(α)(η,x), for the fluids. For the velocity, one has δuµ(α) = (−φ/a, vi(α)/a) [and

δu
(α)
µ = (−aφ, av(α)

i +a∂iB)], where the index of vi is raised by δij at this order of pertur-
bation theory. One can check that it preserves the normalization of the four-velocity at
the perturbative level. As usual, not all perturbed quantities are physically meaningful
because of the gauge problem. In the following, we will deal with this issue by making
use of the so-called gauge-invariant formalism for cosmological perturbations [81, 82].
The gravity sector will be described by the Bardeen potentials, Φ = φ+ [a(B − E′)]′/a
and Ψ = ψ −H(B −E′). In the matter sector, as is well-known [82], there are different
ways to define gauge-invariant perturbed energy densities. Here, we work in terms of

δρ
(gi)
(α) = δρ(α) + ρ′(α)(B − E′). For the pressure, we have δp

(gi)
(α) = δp(α) + p′(α)(B − E′)

and for the velocity, v
(gi)
(α) = v(α) + E′ with v

(α)
i = ∂iv

(α) (and a similar definition for

the gauge-invariant part) since we consider scalar perturbations only. Finally, if matter
is described by scalar fields, the inhomogeneous field fluctuations can be described in

terms of the quantity δφ
(gi)
a = δφa + φ′a(B −E′). It can be checked that all these quan-

tities, Φ,Ψ and all the perturbations with a “(gi)” symbol are gauge-invariant at linear
order in cosmological perturbation, and coincide with the corresponding quantities in
the longitudinal gauge [82].

Let us now examine the equations of motion controlling the behavior of the per-
turbations. We obviously have the perturbed Einstein equations

δGµν =
1

M2
Pl

∑

(α)

δT (α)
µν , (3.1)

and, perturbing the conservation equation (2.1), we also obtain another set of equations,
namely

δ
[
∇νTµν(α)

]
=
∑

(β)

[
δQµ(α)→(β) − δQ

µ
(β)→(α)

]
. (3.2)

In this formula, the perturbed stress-energy tensor can be calculated in the standard
way and expressed in terms of the gauge-invariant quantities introduced before. For the
exchange vector, using the covariant, non-perturbative Eq. (2.2), one has

δQµ(α)→(β) = δQ(α)→(β)u
µ +Q(α)→(β)δu

µ + δfµ(α)→(β). (3.3)

As it was the case for the background, we must satisfy the constraint that the vector
fµ(α)→(β) is perpendicular to the total velocity of matter uµ. At the perturbative level,

this means that δ
[
fµ(α)→(β)uµ

]
= 0. This implies that

δfµ(α)→(β)uµ + fµ(α)→(β)δuµ = 0. (3.4)
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The second term is vanishing because we have seen that, at the background level,
fµ(α)→(β) = 0. Moreover, u0 6= 0, ui = 0 and, therefore, one has δf0

(α)→(β) = 0. From the

above considerations, we deduce that the time and space components of δQµ(α)→(β) are
given by

δQ0
(α)→(β) =

1

a
δQ(α)→(β) −

φ

a
Q(α)→(β), (3.5)

δQi(α)→(β) = Q(α)→(β)δu
i + δf i(α)→(β). (3.6)

In the following, since we consider scalar perturbations, we will work in terms of v and

δf(α)→(β) defined by vi = ∂iv where δui = vi/a and δf
(α)→(β)
i = ∂iδf(α)→(β). Let us

emphasize again that, in the above expressions, δui is the space component of the total
velocity and not the space component of the velocity of some individual fluid. In order to
clarify further this point, let us explain how these quantities are related. The time-space
component of the perturbed Einstein equations can be written as

Ψ′ +HΦ = − a2

2M2
Pl

∑

(α)

[
ρ(α) + p(α)

]
v

(gi)
(α) = − a2

2M2
Pl

(ρ+ p) v(gi), (3.7)

where ρ =
∑

(α) ρ(α) and p =
∑

(α) p(α) are the total energy density and pressure,
respectively. This immediately implies that

v(gi) =
1

ρ+ p

∑

(α)

[
ρ(α) + p(α)

]
v

(gi)
(α) , (3.8)

can be understood as describing the total velocity.
Finally, we must define gauge-invariant exchange vectors or, rather, define them in

terms of gauge-invariant quantities. For the scalar δQ(α)→(β), we introduce the gauge-

invariant expressions δQ
(gi)
(α)→(β) = δQ(α)→(β) + Q′(α)→(β)(B − E′). This expression is

similar to the definition of the gauge-invariant scalar field fluctuations, perturbed energy
densities, etc. and this is of course due to the fact that, in all these cases, we deal with
scalar quantities. Regarding δf(α)→(β), the situation is even simpler: this quantity is
already gauge-invariant since it has no background counterpart.

3.2 Perturbed conservation equations for fluids

We now consider Eq. (3.2) and write it explicitly for a perfect fluid. Let us first start
with the time component. It can be expressed as

δρ
(gi)
(α)
′ + 3H

[
δρ

(gi)
(α) + δp

(gi)
(α)

]
− 3

[
ρ(α) + p(α)

]
Ψ′ +

[
ρ(α) + p(α)

]
∇2
[
v

(gi)
(α)

]

=
∑

(β)

[
aδQ

(gi)
(α)→(β) + aQ(α)→(β)Φ− aδQ(gi)

(β)→(α) − aQ(β)→(α)Φ

]
. (3.9)

It is interesting to notice that, even if the velocity appears in the left hand side of
this equation, the scalar δf(α)→(β) is absent. Contrary to the background case, the space
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component of the conservation equation leads, at the perturbative level, to an interesting
equation which controls the evolution of the perturbed velocity. It reads

[
ρ(α) + p(α)

]
v

(gi)
(α)
′ +
[
ρ′(α) + p′(α)

]
v

(gi)
(α) + 4H

[
ρ(α) + p(α)

]
v

(gi)
(α) +

[
ρ(α) + p(α)

]
Φ + δp

(gi)
(α)

=
∑

(β)

[
aQ(α)→(β)v

(gi) + δf(α)→(β) − aQ(β)→(α)v
(gi) − δf(β)→(α)

]
.

(3.10)

Eqs. (3.9) and (3.10) are two equations which, when considered together with the per-
turbed Einstein equations, form a complete set allowing us to follow the evolution of
cosmological perturbations. Note that, in practice, we will rather use the re-scaled ve-

locities ς(α) ≡ [ρ(α) + p(α)]v
(gi)
(α) for numerical integration.

3.3 Perturbed conservation equations for scalar fields

We now consider a collection of Nfield scalar fields. As explained in Sec. 2.2, Nfield scalar
fields can always be seen as Nfield + 1 perfect fluids provided those ones interact in a
specific way. Of course, this “technical trick” remains true at the perturbative level and
one of the goals of this section is to determine the form of the corresponding perturbed
exchange vectors. As it was the case for the background, this is achieved by requiring
the equations of motion to reduce to the equations of motion for perturbed scalar fields,
namely the perturbed Klein-Gordon equation. The great advantage of working with
Nfield + 1 fluids (as opposed to Nfield scalar fields) is that, as it was the case for the
background before, this allows us to consistently implement the interaction between
fields and “real” fluids at the perturbative level.

The perturbed kinetic fluids energy density, pressure and velocity are given by the
following expressions:

δρ
(gi)
Ka

= δp
(gi)
Ka

=
φ′a
a2
δφ(gi)

a
′ − φ′a

2

a2
Φ, v

(gi)
Ka

= −δφ
(gi)
a

φ′a
, (3.11)

while the same quantities for the potential fluid can be expressed as

δρ
(gi)
V = −δp(gi)

V =

Nfield∑

a=1

Vφaδφ
(gi)
a . (3.12)

Notice that, given the form of its individual energy-momentum tensor, it is impossible

to define a velocity v
(gi)
V for the potential fluid. However, as already mentioned after

Eq. (2.8), since this quantity never appears in the equations of motion, this is actually
not an issue. We also notice that the sound speed, defined by c2

S
≡ p′/ρ′, of the kinetic

and potential fluids is equal to the equation of state parameter, c2
S

= w, and (anticipating
a little bit over the following considerations) that those fluids have no intrinsic entropy
perturbations.
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Our next move is to consider Eq. (3.9). We take the expression of the energy
density, pressure and velocity for the kinetic fluids given by Eqs. (3.11) and insert them
in Eq. (3.9). This leads to the standard perturbed Klein-Gordon equation

δφ(gi)
a
′′ + 2Hδφ(gi)

a
′ −∇2

[
δφ(gi)

a

]
+ a2

Nfield∑

b=1

Vφaφbδφ
(gi)
b = 4φ′aΨ

′ − 2a2VφaΨ, (3.13)

provided the perturbed exchanges take the following form

aδQKa→V = −Vφaδφ(gi)
a
′ + Vφaφ

′
aΨ−

Nfield∑

b=1

Vφaφbφ
′
aδφ

(gi)
b , (3.14)

aδQV→Ka = 0, aδQKa→Kb = 0. (3.15)

If one does the same for the potential fluid, namely insert the perturbed energy den-
sity and perturbed pressure given by Eq. (3.12) in Eq. (3.9) with the exchanges just
established in Eqs. (3.14), (3.15), then one verifies that the corresponding equation is
identically satisfied. The choices (3.14) and (3.15) are therefore consistent. The next
step is to proceed in a similar fashion for the coefficients δf(α)→(β). Clearly, this has to
be done by considering the momentum conservation equation. Therefore, we insert the
expressions (3.11) in Eq. (3.10) and find that it is automatically satisfied provided one
takes

δfKa→V = Vφaδφ
(gi)
a − φ′aVφa

1
∑Nfield

b=1 φ′b
2

Nfield∑

c=1

φ′cδφ
(gi)
c , δfV→Ka = δfKa→Kb = 0.

(3.16)

The expression for the only non-vanishing coefficient, δfKa→V , is quite complicated but
can be simplified if one notices that, in the case under consideration in this section where
one has only scalar fields (and no “real” fluids), the total velocity reads

v(gi) =
∑

(α)

ρ(α) + p(α)

ρ+ p
v

(gi)
(α) =

1∑
b φ
′
b
2/a2

Nfield∑

a=1

φ′a
2

a2

[
−δφ

(gi)
a

φ′a

]
. (3.17)

We see that this reproduces exactly the expression appearing in Eq. (3.16). As a conse-
quence, it follows that

δfKa→V = −φ′aVφav
(gi)
Ka

+ φ′aVφav
(gi) = −aQKa→V

[
v(gi) − v(gi)

Ka

]
(3.18)

It is important to keep in mind that, here, v(gi) is the total velocity in the case where
they are only scalar fields. In a situation where they are scalar fields and fluids, we have
the same formula (3.18) but the expression of v(gi) is modified since the velocities of the
fluids participate to the total velocity. Therefore, it is fair to acknowledge that another
nonequivalent possibility would be to define the momentum exchange with Eq. (3.16).
Moreover, let us notice that the exchanges between the fictitious kinetic and potential
fluids cannot be written in the form used in Eq. (2.12).
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3.4 Perturbed conservation equations in presence of scalar fields and fluids
in interaction

We now consider the situation which is probably the most relevant for the present article,
namely the case where there are scalar fields and “real” fluids in interaction. As already
mentioned, this interaction is described covariantly and non-perturbatively by Eq. (2.13),
modeling the exchange between the “fictitious” fluids representing the scalar fields and
the “real” fluids, as well as the “real” fluids self-interactions. We have already shown
that this implies Q(α)→(β) = −Γ(α)→(β)ρ(α) for the background, see Eq. (2.14). Then, at
the perturbed level, one has

δQµ(α)→(β) = −Γ(α)→(β)δρ(α)u
µ − Γ(α)→(β)ρ(α)δu

µ. (3.19)

This implies that the time component of the perturbed exchange vector can be expressed
as

δQ0
(α)→(β) = −1

a
Γ(α)→(β)δρ(α) + Γ(α)→(β)ρ(α)

φ

a
, (3.20)

and, comparing to Eq. (3.5), this leads to

δQ
(gi)
(α)→(β) = −Γ(α)→(β)δρ

(gi)
(α) . (3.21)

Then, the scalar δf(α)→(β) which is associated with the spatial component of the exchange
vector remains to be determined. This last one can be written as

δQi(α)→(β) = −Γ(α)→(β)ρ(α)δu
i
(α) = −Γ(α)→(β)ρ(α)δu

i + Γ(α)→(β)ρ(α)

[
δui − δui(α)

]
.

Comparing to Eq. (3.6), this implies that δf i(α)→(β) = Γ(α)→(β)ρ(α)

[
δui − δui(α)

]
, that is

to say

δf(α)→(β) = aΓ(α)→(β)ρ(α)

[
v(gi) − v(gi)

(α)

]
. (3.22)

This completes our derivation of the exchange vector describing the interaction between
scalar field and “real” fluids.

3.5 Conserved quantities for scalar fields and fluids

3.5.1 General case

In this section, we turn to the definition of the so-called “conserved quantities” (a name
which might not be totally appropriate in the present case since these quantities will not
always be “conserved”, or “constant”, in the presence of several scalar fields and fluids).
These quantities play an important role in the theory of cosmological perturbations for
two reasons. Firstly, their behavior is, at least in some regimes, quite simple which is
of great help to understand the behavior of the perturbations and to test and check nu-
merical calculations. Secondly, they appear in the definition of non-adiabatic or entropy
perturbations which correspond to typical signatures of multi-fluid systems.
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We introduce two gauge-invariant “conserved” quantities for a given fluid “(α)”, ζ(α)

and R(α), which are related to the individual energy density and velocity perturbations,
respectively. Their definition reads [65, 77, 78, 81, 82]

ζ(α) = −Ψ−H
δρ

(gi)
(α)

ρ′(α)

, R(α) = Ψ−Hv(gi)
(α) . (3.23)

One can also introduce the corresponding “total” quantities (as opposed to individual)
by means of the following expressions, ζ = −Ψ−Hδρ(gi)/ρ′ and R = Ψ−Hv(gi), where

we recall that δρ(gi) =
∑

(α) δρ
(gi)
(α) , ρ′ =

∑
(α) ρ

′
(α) and v(gi) is the total velocity defined

in Eq. (3.8). It is then easy to show that

ζ =
∑

(α)

ρ′(α)

ρ′
ζ(α), R =

∑

(α)

ρ(α) + p(α)

ρ+ p
R(α), (3.24)

where ρ and p are the total energy density and pressure, respectively. The quantities
ζ and R are nothing but the weighted sum of the individual ζ(α) and R(α). We notice,
however, that the weight is not the same for ζ and R unless the individual fluids are
separately conserved in which case ρ′(α)/ρ

′ = [ρ(α) +p(α)]/(ρ+p). The quantities ζ and R
correspond to the well-known curvature perturbations on constant energy density slices
(ζ = −ψ|δρ=0) and on co-moving slices (R = ψ|v+B=0), respectively.

Our next move is to derive the equation of motion for the individual conserved
quantities. Using the equations of motion established before, straightforward but lengthy
calculations lead to

ζ ′(α) = − 1

3H∇
2
[
Ψ−R(α)

]
+

3H2

ρ′(α)

δp
(α)
nad −

a

3Hρ′(α)

∑

(β)

[
Q(α)→(β) −Q(β)→(α)

]
∇2R(α)

− a

ρ′(α)

(
H− H

′

H

)∑

(β)

[
Q(α)→(β) −Q(β)→(α)

] [
ζ(α) − ζ

]

− aH
ρ′(α)

∑

(β)

{
δQ

(gi)
(α)→(β) − δQ

(gi)
(β)→(α) −

δρ(α)

ρ′(α)

[
Q′(α)→(β) −Q′(β)→(α)

]}
. (3.25)

Several comments are in order at this stage. Firstly, the quantity δp
(α)
nad is defined by

δp
(α)
nad = δp(α) − c2

(α)δρ(α), where c(α) is the sound speed for the fluid “(α)” [the sound

speed has already been defined in the text, after Eq. (3.12)]. Physically, it represents
intrinsic entropy (or non adiabatic -nad-) perturbations. For a perfect fluid with con-
stant equation of state, such as the “real” and “fictitious” fluids considered before, this
quantity is vanishing. However, this is not the case for a scalar field as can be checked
by direct inspection. Secondly, the term between curled brackets in the last line of the
above equation can be seen as a kind of “intrinsic exchange perturbations”. For interac-
tions characterized by Eqs. (2.12), (2.13) and (2.14), it vanishes. For more complicated
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interactions, such as the ones we have introduced between the “fictitious” fluids, it is
not necessarily zero and can contribute to the evolution of ζ(α). Thirdly, in absence of
exchanges between the fluids and in absence of intrinsic entropy perturbations, we see
that ζ(α) is a conserved quantity on large scales. However, if interactions between the
fluids are present, ζ(α) can evolve even on large scales, thanks to the term in the second
line. Fourthly, it is also possible to establish the equation satisfied by the “total” ζ.
Indeed, ζ corresponds to a fluid which is conserved (since its energy momentum tensor
has to satisfy the Einstein equations, see above). As a consequence, all terms related to
exchange vectors have to disappear. Moreover, for the same reason, ρ′ can be replaced
with −3H(ρ+ p). It follows that ζ obeys the equation

ζ ′ = − 1

3H∇
2 (Ψ−R)− H

ρ+ p
δpnad, (3.26)

with δpnad = δp − c2
S
δρ and c2

S
= p′/ρ′, these definitions involving the total physical

quantities (namely total, background and perturbed, energy density and pressure). We
see that ζ can evolve on large scales in presence of non-adiabatic pressure.

Let us now present the equation of motion of the individual quantityR(α). Straight-
forward but quite lengthy manipulations lead to

R′(α) =

(
H− H

′

H

)[
R−R(α)

]
− c2

(α)

ρ′(α)

ρ(α) + p(α)

[
R(α) + ζα

]

+
a

ρ(α) + p(α)

∑

(β)

[
Q(α)→(β) −Q(β)→(α)

] [
R−R(α)

]
+

H
ρ(α) + p(α)

δp
(α)
nad

− H
ρ(α) + p(α)

∑

(β)

[
δf(α)→(β) − δf(β)→(α)

]
. (3.27)

We remark that, contrary to the case of ζ(α), the scalar δf(α)→(β) now participates to the
equation of motion of R(α). The same reasoning as the one used for ζ allows us to derive
the equation of motion of R: all terms depending on the exchange vectors should not
be present in that equation since this is an equation for a fluid (the total fluid) which is
conserved and ρ′ can be replaced by −3H(ρ+ p). One obtains that

R′ = 3Hc2
S

(R+ ζ) +
H

ρ+ p
δpnad. (3.28)

As it was already the case before, we notice that the presence of non-adiabatic pressure
can cause the evolution of R on large scales. However, in the present case, one may
also wonder about the impact of the first term in Eq. (3.28). At first sight, it could also
be responsible for an evolution of R on large scales. However, one can show that this
term can in fact be expressed in terms of the gradient of the Bardeen potential, see for
instance Eq. (4.40). Therefore, in fact, the presence of non-adiabatic pressure is the only
cause for a potential evolution of R on large scales, as it was the case for ζ.
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3.5.2 Definitions of non-adiabatic perturbations

We conclude this section 3.5 by introducing the definitions of non-adiabatic pertur-
bations. These definitions are directly related to the individual conserved quantities
discussed before. The energy density entropy perturbations S(α)(β) and the velocity
entropy perturbations V(α)(β) are respectively defined by

S(α)(β) = 3
[
ζ(α) − ζ(β)

]
, V(α)(β) = R(α) −R(β). (3.29)

Using Eq. (3.23), one can also write S(α)(β) = −3H[δρ
(gi)
(α) /ρ

′
(α) − δρ

(gi)
(β) /ρ

′
(β)] which, if

each fluid is separately conserved, reduces to

S(α)(β) =
δρ

(gi)
(α)

ρ(α) + p(α)
−

δρ
(gi)
(β)

ρ(β) + p(β)
. (3.30)

This matches the standard expression for energy density entropy perturbations. In the
same way, velocity entropy perturbations can be re-expressed as

V(α)(β) = −H
[
v

(gi)
(α) − v

(gi)
(β)

]
, (3.31)

and, as expected (and as the name indicates), is related to the difference in velocities of
the two fluids.

4 Reheating after multi-field inflation

Having introduced the formalism describing a physical situation where scalar fields and
fluids are present and interacting, we are now in a position where we can make use of this
formalism to study reheating after multi-field inflation. The equations derived in the
previous sections are completely general and can, in principle, be applied to a situation
with an arbitrary number of fields and fluids in interaction. In this section, however, we
restrict ourselves to two-field inflationary scenarios where each field can decay into two
fluids with constant but otherwise arbitrary equation of state. This does not restrict the
generalities of the results established in this article since, as already mentioned, from
the previous equations, it would be straightforward to apply the following considerations
to a scenario with more fields and/or fluids. The main advantage of this assumption is
that this will allow to write and work with concrete equations of motion and to discuss
several physical questions in an especially convenient manner. Moreover, this simple
framework covers in fact a very large landscape of models.

4.1 Equations of motion

In the following, the two fields will be denoted φ` and φh and the two perfect fluids will
be named “fluid 1” and “fluid 2”. φ` and φh is the notation used for the double inflation
model where one field is said to be “light” and the other “heavy”. We will consider this
model in great details in what follows, see Sec. 5, but, at this stage, the potential of the
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model V (φ`, φh) remains arbitrary and the indices “`” and “h” must only be viewed as a
convenient way to distinguish the two fields without carrying the meaning it will acquire
when, later, we come explicitly to double inflation. The model we have just introduced
is described by the following Lagrangian

Ltwofields−inf = −1

2
∂µφ`∂µφ` −

1

2
∂µφh∂µφh − V (φ`, φh) + Lmatter + Lint. (4.1)

As explained before, the two fields responsible for inflation also interact with other
components of matter that, phenomenologically, we represent by perfect fluids. These
fluids are described by Lmatter and the interaction between matter and the inflaton fields
is supposed to be given by the term Lint. Although evidently ever-present, it becomes
relevant only at the end of inflation and will account for the disintegration of the two
inflaton fields explaining the “graceful exit”, i.e. how the Universe smoothly evolves
from inflation to the standard Big Bang model. Following the formalism used in this
article, we will not describe the interaction between the scalar fields and the fluids
by specifying Lint but we will rather proceed as reviewed earlier, at the level of the
non-conservation of the individual energy-momentum tensors. Indeed, according to the
previous considerations, the two scalar fields are in fact equivalent to three fluids, two
kinetic ones and one potential one, with energy densities and pressures given by

ρK` =
φ2
`
′

2a2
= pK` , ρKh

=
φ2

h
′

2a2
= pKh

, ρV = V (φ`, φh) = −pV . (4.2)

We know from Eqs. (3.14) and (3.15) that the exchanges between those three fluids are
given by

aQK`→V = −φ′`Vφ` , aQV→K` = 0, aQKh→V = −φ′hVφh
, aQV→Kh

= 0, (4.3)

in order to recover the usual equations of motion for the fields. Then, as already discussed
at length before, the crucial ingredient is that the interactions between scalar fields and
fluids are obtained by coupling “real” cosmological fluids to the “fictitious” kinetic ones
only (and not to the potential fluid). In practice, using Eq. (2.14), one takes

QK`→(1) = −Γ`1ρK` , Q(1)→K` = 0, QK`→(2) = −Γ`2ρK` , Q(2)→K` = 0,

QKh→(1) = −Γh1ρKh
, Q(1)→Kh

= 0, QKh→(2) = −Γh2ρKh
, Q(2)→Kh

= 0, (4.4)

Finally, we make also the hypothesis that the decay products (the “real” fluids) can
interact among themselves. This will be described by

Q(1)→(2) = −Γ12ρ1, Q(2)→(1) = −Γ21ρ2. (4.5)

To summarize, the parameters of the model will be the parameters appearing in the
potential V (φ`, φh) that, as already mentioned, we do not specify, the equation of state
of the two perfect “real” fluids, w1 and w2, the parameters describing the decay of the
scalar fields into fluids one and two, Γ`1, Γ`2, Γh1, Γh2 and the possible interaction
between the decay products, Γ12, Γ21.
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4.1.1 Background equations of motion for two-field inflation

We now describe the equations that control the evolution of this system at the back-
ground and perturbative levels. At the background level, we have the Friedman equation

H2 =
1

3M2
Pl

(ρK` + ρKh
+ ρV + ρ1 + ρ2) =

1

3M2
Pl

[
1

2
φ̇2
` +

1

2
φ̇2

h + V (φh, φ`) + ρ1 + ρ2

]
,

(4.6)

where ρ1 and ρ2 are the energy densities associated with the fluids one and two, respec-
tively. We also have the two Klein-Gordon equations for the φ` and φh fields, namely

φ̈` +

[
3H +

1

2
(Γ`1 + Γ`2)

]
φ̇` +

∂V

∂φ`
= 0, φ̈h +

[
3H +

1

2
(Γh1 + Γh2)

]
φ̇h +

∂V

∂φh
= 0.

(4.7)

Finally, we have the two conservation equations for fluid one and fluid two which can be
written as

ρ̇1 + 3H(1 + w1)ρ1 =
1

2
Γ`1φ̇

2
` +

1

2
Γh1φ̇

2
h − Γ12ρ1 + Γ21ρ2, (4.8)

ρ̇2 + 3H(1 + w2)ρ2 =
1

2
Γ`2φ̇

2
` +

1

2
Γh2φ̇

2
h + Γ12ρ1 − Γ21ρ2. (4.9)

The previous formulas form a closed set of equations which, when solved, provides a
complete solution for the background behavior.

4.1.2 Perturbed equations of motion for two-field inflation

We now turn our attention to the equations of motion for the perturbations. We have
seen that, at the perturbative level, the exchanges between the inhomogeneous fluids are

described by the two scalars δQ
(gi)
(α)→(β) and δf(α)→(β). In the case considered here, upon

using Eqs. (3.21), these coefficients can be expressed as

δQ
(gi)
K`→(1) = −Γ`1δρ

(gi)
K`
, δQ

(gi)
K`→(2) = −Γ`2δρ

(gi)
K`
,

δQ
(gi)
Kh→(1) = −Γh1δρ

(gi)
Kh
, δQ

(gi)
Kh→(2) = −Γh2δρ

(gi)
Kh
,

δQ
(gi)
(1)→(2) = −Γ12δρ

(gi)
1 , δQ

(gi)
(2)→(1) = −Γ21δρ

(gi)
2 , (4.10)

all the other quantities δQ
(gi)
(α)→(β) being zero. Regarding the coefficients related to mo-

mentum transfers, they are given by Eq. (3.22) and read

δfK`→(1) = aΓ`1
φ′`

2

2a2

[
v(gi) − v(gi)

K`

]
, δfK`→(2) = aΓ`2

φ′`
2

2a2

[
v(gi) − v(gi)

K`

]
, (4.11)

δfKh→(1) = aΓh1
φ′h

2

2a2

[
v(gi) − v(gi)

Kh

]
, δfKh→(2) = aΓh2

φ′h
2

2a2

[
v(gi) − v(gi)

Kh

]
, (4.12)

δf(1)→(2) = aΓ12ρ1

[
v(gi) − v(gi)

1

]
, δf(2)→(1) = aΓ21ρ2

[
v(gi) − v(gi)

2

]
, (4.13)
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the other coefficients δf(α)→(β) vanishing. In the above expressions, v(gi) is the total
velocity defined by Eq. (3.8) which, in the present context, reads

v(gi) =
1

φ′h
2/a2 + φ′`

2/a2 + (1 + w1)ρ1 + (1 + w2)ρ2

[
−φ
′
h

2

a2

δφ
(gi)
h

φ′h
− φ′`

2

a2

δφ
(gi)
`

φ′`

+ (1 + w1)ρ1v
(gi)
1 + (1 + w2)ρ2v

(gi)
2

]
. (4.14)

We see that quantities related to fluids and scalar fields all participate to the expression
of the total velocity.

We are now in a position where the equations of motion can be derived. From the
perturbed Einstein equations (the time-space component), we get

Φ̇

H
= −Φ− 1

2M2
PlH

[
−φ̇`δφ(gi)

` − φ̇hδφ
(gi)
h + aρ1(1 + w1)v

(gi)
1 + aρ2(1 + w2)v

(gi)
2

]
.

(4.15)

Notice that, in the present context, the two Bardeen potentials are equal: Φ = Ψ. From
the time component of the conservation equation (3.9) for the perturbed “fictitious”
kinetic fluids, we obtain the perturbed Klein-Gordon equations for the two fields in
presence of energy-momentum exchanges. They read

δ̈φ
(gi)
` +

[
3H +

1

2
(Γ`1 + Γ`2)

]
˙δφ

(gi)
` +

∂2V

∂φ2
`

δφ
(gi)
` +

∂2V

∂φ`∂φh
δφ

(gi)
h +

k2

a2
δφ

(gi)
` + 2

∂V

∂φ`
Φ

+
1

2
(Γ`1 + Γ`2) φ̇`Φ− 4φ̇`Φ̇ = 0, (4.16)

δ̈φ
(gi)
h +

[
3H +

1

2
(Γh1 + Γh2)

]
˙δφ

(gi)
h +

∂2V

∂φ2
h

δφ
(gi)
h +

∂2V

∂φh∂φ`
δφ

(gi)
` +

k2

a2
δφ

(gi)
h + 2

∂V

∂φh
Φ

+
1

2
(Γh1 + Γh2) φ̇hΦ− 4φ̇hΦ = 0. (4.17)

In a similar way, Eq. (3.9), written for the fluid one and two lead to the equations
controlling the evolution of the perturbed energy density for those fluids

˙δρ1
(gi)

+ 3H(1 + w1)δρ
(gi)
1 − 3(1 + w1)ρ1Φ̇− a(1 + w1)ρ1

k2

a2
v

(gi)
1 − Γ`1

[
δρ

(gi)
K`

+ ρK`Φ
]

− Γh1

[
δρ

(gi)
Kh

+ ρKh
Φ
]

+ Γ12

[
δρ

(gi)
1 + ρ1Φ

]
− Γ21

[
δρ

(gi)
2 + ρ2Φ

]
= 0, (4.18)

˙δρ2
(gi)

+ 3H(1 + w2)δρ
(gi)
2 − 3(1 + w2)ρ2Φ̇− a(1 + w2)ρ2

k2

a2
v

(gi)
2 − Γ`2

[
δρ

(gi)
K`

+ ρK`Φ
]

− Γh2

[
δρ

(gi)
Kh

+ ρKh
Φ
]

+ Γ21

[
δρ

(gi)
2 + ρ2Φ

]
− Γ12

[
δρ

(gi)
1 + ρ1Φ

]
= 0. (4.19)

Notice that the quantity δρ
(gi)
Ka

+ ρKaΦ that often appears in the above formulas can

also be re-written as δρ
(gi)
Ka

+ ρKaΦ = φ̇a ˙δφa
(gi) − φ̇2

aΦ/2. We also remark that the time

– 21 –



component of the conservation equation does not explicitly depend on the coefficients
δf(α)→(β). As a consequence, if one only tracks perturbed energy densities (and/or
energy density non-adiabatic perturbations), one could be under the impression that
they can be ignored and that the above equations are sufficient. However, this is not the
case because the velocities affect the evolution of the energy densities and the velocities
equation of motion, see for instance Eq. (3.10), do depend on the coefficients δf(α)→(β).
Therefore, even if at the end one is only interested in the density perturbations, the
momentum exchanges must be specified.

Finally, we now turn to the space component of the conservation equations, see
Eq. (3.10). Let us first write the space component of the conservation equation for the
“fictitious” kinetic fluid associated to, say, φ` (the conclusion is the same for φh). Using
Eq. (3.11), this gives

−φ
′′
`

a2
δφ

(gi)
` − 2

a2
Hφ′`δφ

(gi)
` = a

[
QK`→V +QK`→(1) +QK`→(2)

]
v(gi) + δfK`→V

+ δfK`→(1) + δfK`→(2). (4.20)

However, the time component of the background equation of motion gives

φ′K`

(
φ′′K` + 2Hφ′K`

)
/a2 = a

[
QK`→V +QK`→(1) +QK`→(2)

]
. Plugging this expression

in the space component of the conservation equation leads to

δfK`→V + δfK`→(1) + δfK`→(2) = a
[
QK`→V +QK`→(1) +QK`→(2)

] [
v

(gi)
K`
− v(gi)

]
,

(4.21)

which is automatically satisfied, thanks to Eq. (4.11). This result makes sense because,
for scalar fields, there is no other equation of motion than the Klein-Gordon equation,
which is of second order in time and which we have already derived before.

Let us now study the space component of the conservation equation for the “real”
fluids. Making use of Eq. (3.10), one arrives at

v̇
(gi)
1 + (1− 3w1)Hv

(gi)
1 +

Φ

a
+

w1

1 + w1

1

a

δρ
(gi)
1

ρ1
= − w1

(1 + w1)ρ1
Q(1)→(2)v

(gi)
1

+
1

ρ1
QK`→(1)

[
v

(gi)
1 −

v
(gi)
K`

1 + w1

]
+

1

ρ1
QKh→(1)

[
v

(gi)
1 −

v
(gi)
Kh

1 + w1

]

+
1

ρ1
Q(2)→(1)

[
v

(gi)
1 − v

(gi)
2

1 + w1

]
, (4.22)

v̇
(gi)
2 + (1− 3w2)Hv

(gi)
2 +

Φ

a
+

w2

1 + w2

1

a

δρ
(gi)
2

ρ2
= − w2

(1 + w2)ρ2
Q(2)→(1)v

(gi)
2

+
1

ρ2
QK`→(2)

[
v

(gi)
2 −

v
(gi)
K`

1 + w2

]
+

1

ρ2
QKh→(2)

[
v

(gi)
2 −

v
(gi)
Kh

1 + w2

]

+
1

ρ2
Q(1)→(2)

[
v

(gi)
2 − v

(gi)
1

1 + w2

]
. (4.23)
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Eqs. (4.15), (4.16), (4.17), (4.18), (4.19), (4.22) and (4.23) represent a complete
set allowing us to track the perturbations during inflation and afterwards. We stress
that these equations are valid for any model of two-field inflation and, in this sense, are
quite general. To our knowledge, although implicitly present in Ref. [83], this is the first
time that they are written explicitly. Similar equations have been studied in Ref. [84]
but for one scalar field and one fluid only. Maybe the closest related work is Ref. [23]
which investigates the generation of entropy fluctuations after multi-field inflation (this
paper studies models where there is a large number of fields during inflation). But the
derivation of the conservation equations does not follow from a systematic formalism
as we have done and, moreover, the space component of the conservation equations is
not presented because Ref. [23] does not study how velocity non-adiabatic perturbations
are produced (although, as we have discussed before, it is not possible to ignore them
since they influence the evolution of the perturbed density contrasts). We notice that,
when the comparison is possible, the equations presented here are consistent with those
of Ref. [23].

4.2 Quantization of cosmological perturbations in multi-field inflation

According to the theory of inflation, all the inhomogeneities (CMB anisotropies, large
scale structures, . . . ) that we observe today originate from quantum fluctuations that
were amplified by gravitational instability and stretched to astrophysical distances by
the cosmic expansion during inflation [7–9] (see also Refs. [85–87]).

In the context of single-field inflation, this means that the perturbed metric,
δĝµν(η,x) [in practice, the Bardeen potential Φ̂(η,x)] and the quantity representing

matter, the scalar field fluctuations δφ̂(η,x), must be quantum operators. In that case,
everything can be reduced to the study of a single variable, the so-called Mukhanov-
variable [7, 81, 88]3, q̂(η,x) = z(η)R̂(η,x), where z(η) = a(η)

√
2ε1 MPl. Then, this

quantity is expanded in terms of creation and annihilation operators,

q̂(η,x) =
1

(2π)3/2

∫
dk
[
qk(η)ĉk + q∗k(η)ĉ†−k

]
eik·x, (4.24)

with
[
ĉk, ĉ

†
k′

]
= δ(3) (k − k′). We have also introduced the mode function qk(η) that

controls the evolution of the operator q̂(η,x). Notice that, here, we denote the mode
function with the same symbol as the corresponding quantum operator. No confusion
can arise with the Fourier transform of the quantum operator (which also carries an
index k) since the mode function does not carry the hat symbol. In this framework,
the perturbed Einstein equations discussed in the previous sections must be viewed as
operator equations. However, upon inserting the expansion (4.24) in these operator
equations, one obtains ordinary differential equations for the mode functions qk(η). Of
course, the differential equations for the mode functions have in fact the same form as

3Here, we denote this variable by q(η,x) and not by the more traditional symbol v(η,x) in order to
avoid a possible confusion with the velocities of the fluids.

– 23 –



the operator differential equations. The two-point correlation function of the Mukhanov-
Sasaki variable leads to the definition of the power spectrum Pq, namely

〈
q̂2(η,x)

〉
=

∫ +∞

0

dk

k
Pq(k), (4.25)

with

Pq =
k3

2π2
|qk(η)|2 . (4.26)

This procedure can be extended to more degrees of freedom, for instance in a multi-
field inflationary setup, which is the case of interest in this paper. With Nfield scalar
fields labeled by a, there exists a set of Nfield independent annihilation and creation
operators that, however, need not be aligned with the scalar fields themselves, i.e. there

exists a frame labeled by numbers A in which
[
ĉAk , ĉ

†B
k′

]
= δABδ(3) (k − k′). Then, the

multi-field Sasaki-Mukhanov variables qa(η,x) are promoted to quantum operators and
we have the expansion [19, 24, 89]:

q̂a(η,x) =
1

(2π)3/2

∫
dk

Nfield∑

A=1

[
qaA,k(η)ĉA,k + qa∗A,k(η)ĉ†A,−k

]
eik·x, (4.27)

where we now have Nfield
2 mode functions qaA,k(η). The calculation of the two-point

correlation function,

〈
q̂a(η,x)q̂b(η,x)

〉
=

∫ +∞

0

dk

k
Pabq (k), (4.28)

leads to a definition of the “generalized” power spectrum Pabq which reads

Pabq =
k3

2π2

Nfield∑

A=1

qaA,k(η)
[
qbA,k(η)

]∗
. (4.29)

Interestingly enough, we see that the two-point correlation function receives contribu-
tions from all independent modes labeled by “A”.

In this article, we deal with a situation which is slightly different from what was
described before. The reason is of course that we have, at the same time, the pres-
ence of scalar fields and fluids and their associated fluctuations. Cosmological fluids
can be quantized in a way that is very similar to what was described above, once
their Mukhanov-Sasaki variables with canonical kinetic terms have been identified, see
Refs. [81, 88] for details. As for a scalar field, in the case of a single fluid, the Mukhanov-
Sasaki variable is defined from the conserved quantity, R, by q(η,x) = z(η)R(η,x), with
z(η) = a(η)

√
2ε1 MPl/cS, see Ref. [81, 88]. Notice that the quantity z(η) differs from the

case of a scalar field since there is an additional factor cS participating to its expression.
In the present context, the situation is more complicated since we deal with several flu-
ids. One should, therefore, introduce several Mukhanov-Sasaki variables, one for each
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fluid. To our knowledge, this question has not been (yet) studied in a comprehensive
manner in the literature but it is clear that each degree of freedom is related to the
individual R(α). We will come back to this problem in the section where we discuss the
initial conditions for the perturbations, see Sec. 4.3. In any case, the individual R(α)

become quantum operators R̂(α)(η,x) that can be expanded in terms of creation and
annihilation operators and that possess their own mode functions.

As explained before, once the system has been quantized, the individual R̂(α) be-
come quantum operators with their associated mode functions. Clearly, for consistency,
this is also the case for any other quantity participating to the description of matter
since they are all related to the R̂(α). For instance, in the case of scalar fields, the field

fluctuations δφ̂a(η,x) can be expanded as

δφ̂a(η,x) =
1

(2π)3/2

∫
dk

Nfield+Nfluid∑

A=1

[
δφaA,k(η)ĉA,k + δφa∗A,k(η)ĉ†A,−k

]
eik·x, (4.30)

where δφaA,k(η) are the associated mode functions. In a similar way, for a hydrodynamical
fluid, the perturbed energy density δρ̂(α) and/or the perturbed velocity v̂(α), must also
be viewed as quantum operators. For instance the perturbed energy density can be
expressed as

δρ̂(α)(η,x) =
1

(2π)3/2

∫
dk

Nfield+Nfluid∑

A=1

[
δρ

(α)
A,k(η)ĉA,k + δρ

(α)∗
A,k (η)ĉ†A,−k

]
eik·x, (4.31)

where we have introduced the mode functions δρ
(α)
A,k(η) that are obviously different from,

say, the mode functions of the perturbed scalar field. However, it is crucial to remark
that the creation and annihilation operators in Eqs. (4.30) and (4.31) are really the
same quantities. In general, with Nfield scalar fields and Nfluid cosmological fluids, the
index A runs from 1 to Nfield + Nfluid. In our case of interest with 2 scalar fields and 2
cosmological fluids, the index A runs on the 4 independent oscillators.

The derivation of the differential equations obeyed by the mode functions of the
system is straightforward. As already mentioned, Eqs. (4.15), (4.16), (4.17), (4.18),
(4.19), (4.22) and (4.23) must now be viewed as differential equations for quantum
operators. Then, we can insert the canonical expansions of each operators and the same
equations for the mode functions is obtained, however duplicated for each independent
oscillator “A”. Concretely, this gives for the perturbed Einstein equations

Φ̇A

H
= −ΦA −

1

2M2
PlH

[
−φ̇`δφ(gi)

`,A − φ̇hδφ
(gi)
h,A + aρ1(1 + w1)v

(gi)
1,A + aρ2(1 + w2)v

(gi)
2,A

]
.

(4.32)

Since, as already mentioned, A runs on four independent oscillators, the above equation
really means four independent equations. For the mode functions of the field fluctuations
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operators, one obtains

δ̈φ
(gi)
`,A +

[
3H +

1

2
(Γ`1 + Γ`2)

]
˙δφ

(gi)
`,A +

∂2V

∂φ2
`

δφ
(gi)
`,A +

∂2V

∂φ`∂φh
δφ

(gi)
h,A +

k2

a2
δφ

(gi)
`,A + 2

∂V

∂φ`
ΦA

+
1

2
(Γ`1 + Γ`2) φ̇`ΦA − 4φ̇`Φ̇A = 0 , (4.33)

δ̈φ
(gi)
h,A +

[
3H +

1

2
(Γh1 + Γh2)

]
˙δφ

(gi)
h,A +

∂2V

∂φ2
h

δφ
(gi)
h,A +

∂2V

∂φh∂φ`
δφ

(gi)
`,A +

k2

a2
δφ

(gi)
h,A + 2

∂V

∂φh
ΦA

+
1

2
(Γh1 + Γh2) φ̇hΦA − 4φ̇hΦA = 0 . (4.34)

Finally, it remains the equations of motion controlling the behavior of the mode functions
associated to the “real” fluids present in the system. They read

δ̇ρ
(gi)
1,A + 3H(1 + w1)δρ

(gi)
1,A − 3(1 + w1)ρ1Φ̇A − a(1 + w1)ρ1

k2

a2
v

(gi)
1,A

− Γ`1

[
δρ

(gi)
K`,A

+ ρK`ΦA

]
− Γh1

[
δρ

(gi)
Kh,A

+ ρKh
ΦA

]
+ Γ12

[
δρ

(gi)
1,A + ρ1ΦA

]

− Γ21

[
δρ

(gi)
2,A + ρ2ΦA

]
= 0 , (4.35)

δ̇ρ
(gi)
2,A + 3H(1 + w2)δρ

(gi)
2,A − 3(1 + w2)ρ2Φ̇A − a(1 + w2)ρ2

k2

a2
v

(gi)
2,A

− Γ`2

[
δρ

(gi)
K`,A

+ ρK`ΦA

]
− Γh2

[
δρ

(gi)
Kh,A

+ ρKh
ΦA

]
+ Γ21

[
δρ

(gi)
2,A + ρ2ΦA

]

− Γ12

[
δρ

(gi)
1,A + ρ1ΦA

]
= 0 , (4.36)

v̇
(gi)
1,A + (1− 3w1)Hv

(gi)
1,A +

ΦA

a
+

w1

1 + w1

1

a

δρ
(gi)
1,A

ρ1
= − w1

(1 + w1)ρ1
Q(1)→(2)v

(gi)
1,A

+
1

ρ1
QK`→(1)


v(gi)

1,A −
v

(gi)
K`,A

1 + w1


+

1

ρ1
QKh→(1)


v(gi)

1,A −
v

(gi)
Kh,A

1 + w1




+
1

ρ1
Q(2)→(1)


v(gi)

1,A −
v

(gi)
2,A

1 + w1


 , (4.37)

v̇
(gi)
2,A + (1− 3w2)Hv

(gi)
2,A +

ΦA

a
+

w2

1 + w2

1

a

δρ
(gi)
2,A

ρ2
= − w2

(1 + w2)ρ2
Q(2)→(1)v

(gi)
2,A

+
1

ρ2
QK`→(2)


v(gi)

2,A −
v

(gi)
K`,A

1 + w2


+

1

ρ2
QKh→(2)


v(gi)

2,A −
v

(gi)
Kh,A

1 + w2




+
1

ρ2
Q(1)→(2)


v(gi)

2,A −
v

(gi)
1,A

1 + w2


 . (4.38)
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The above differential equations are the equations to be integrated in order to follow
the evolution of the system. In particular, once the mode functions are known, the two-
point correlation functions of any combination of operators can be evaluated. However,
in order to be able to carry out this task, we need to know the initial conditions for each
quantity. We now turn to this question.

4.3 Initial conditions for the perturbations

4.3.1 Warm-up: the case of a single fluid

One of the great advantage of the inflationary theory is its ability to suggest natural
and well-defined initial conditions. These initial conditions can be introduced in several
different ways. Here, as a warm-up, we discuss one method and show how it is related
to the formalism introduced before in the simple (and standard) case where there is only
one scalar field or one perfect fluid (namely, one degree of freedom).

Let us start with the case of one scalar field. The equations for the conserved
quantities ζ and R (here, obviously, the total ζ and R are the same as the individual
conserved quantities since, in our example, there is only one degree of freedom) are given
by Eq. (3.26) and Eq. (3.28). In the present context, the non-adiabatic pressure that
appears in those equations is the intrinsic non-adiabatic pressure of a scalar field. It is
given by

δpnad = −2M2
Pl(1− c2

S
)
k2

a2
Φk. (4.39)

We see that it is non-vanishing unless cS = 1, namely a scalar field is a fluid with non-
vanishing intrinsic non-adiabatic pressure, but it is proportional to k2/a2 and, therefore,
becomes irrelevant on large scales. Then, using the above expression of δpnad in Eq. (3.28)
and the fact that the Bardeen potential can be written as

Φk = −3

2

a2(ρ+ p)

k2M2
Pl

(ζk +Rk), (4.40)

it is easy to establish that the quantity R′k can be re-expressed as R′k = 3H(Rk + ζk).
Then, deriving this expression once, and using the δpnad-independent expression of ζ ′k +
R′k obtained by summing up Eq. (3.26) and Eq. (3.28), one arrives at

R′′k + 2
z′

z
R′k + k2Rk = 0, (4.41)

where we recall that z ≡ aMPl

√
2ε1 . Finally, introducing the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable,

see above, q = zR, we obtain the following equation of a parametric oscillator

q′′k +

(
k2 − z′′

z

)
qk = 0. (4.42)

At the beginning of inflation, the physical wavelengths of Fourier modes of astrophysical
interest today were much smaller than the Hubble radius, meaning that k2 � z′′/z. As
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a consequence, in this regime, the solution of Eq. (4.42) reads

qk(η) = Ake
ik(η−ηini) +Bke

−ik(η−ηini), (4.43)

where Ak and Bk are integration constants. Then, quantizing the fluctuations and
assuming that the initial state is the vacuum, adiabatic or Wentzel Kramer Brillouin
(WKB), Bunch-Davies state, it follows that Ak = (2k)−1/2 and Bk = 0.

The above reasoning can easily be repeated if one now assumes that there is only
one perfect fluid in the Universe. The main difference with the scalar field calculation
presented above is that we now have δpnad = 0. Let us restart from Eq. (3.28) and take
the derivative of this equation and, then, replace ζ ′k using Eq. (3.26). One arrives at

R′′k =
H′
HR

′
k +

(c2
S
)′

c2
S

R′k + 3Hc2
S
R′k − c2

S
k2Rk + c2

S
k2Φk. (4.44)

The last term in the above equation can be expressed in terms of ζk+Rk using Eq. (4.40)
and, thanks to Eq. (3.28), ζk +Rk is proportional to R′k. As a consequence, one obtains
a closed equation for Rk which reads

R′′k =

[
H′
H +

(c2
S
)′

c2
S

+ 3Hc2
S
−Hε1

]
R′k − c2

S
k2Rk = −2

z′

z
R′k − c2

S
k2Rk, (4.45)

where z = aMPl

√
2ε1 /cS . Notice that z is not well-defined for a pressure-less fluid.

Then, as we did for the case of a scalar field, we define the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable of
the fluid, q, by q = zR and it follows that

q′′k +

(
c2

S
k2 − z′′

z

)
qk = 0. (4.46)

This equation is very similar to Eq. (4.43), the only difference being the appearance
of the sound velocity in the gradient term and in the definition of z(η) (which, if cS is
constant, cancels out in the term z′′/z). If the Fourier mode under consideration is such
that its wavelength is much smaller than the Hubble horizon initially, then the solution
of the above equation reads qk(η) = Ake

ic
S
k(η−ηini) + Bke

−ic
S
k(η−ηini). Quantizing the

hydrodynamical fluctuations and assuming that they are initially placed in the vacuum
state leads to the following initial conditions: Ak = (2cSk)−1/2 and Bk = 0.

Endowed with the initial conditions for the quantity qk(η) determined above, one
can infer the initial conditions of any other variable. However, this is not straightforward
and, as a preparation to the multi-fluid case, we explain how it can be done in the single
fluid case. Let us first assume that there is only one scalar field. We have two methods
to derive the initial conditions of the Bardeen potential. Using Eq. (4.40) and the fact
that Rk + ζk = R′k/(3H), one can easily establish that (notice that this equation is
exact)

Φk = −Hε1
k2

(qk
z

)′
, (4.47)
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or

aΦk = − 1

2k2

H
MPl

√
2ε1

(
q′k −

z′

z
qk

)
, (4.48)

from which one can write

Φk = − i

(2k)3/2

H
MPl

√
2ε1

(
1− z′

ikz

)
eik(η−ηini) ' − i

(2k)3/2

H
MPl

√
2ε1 e

ik(η−ηini), (4.49)

the second term between the parenthesis in the above equation being negligible in the

small-scale limit. Therefore, we have that Φk ∼ (2k)−3/2. Then, since aδφ
(gi)
k = qk−zΦk,

one has δφ
(gi)
k ∼ (2k)−1/2, the second term proportional to the Bardeen potential giving

a sub-dominant contribution.
A second way to derive those results, which was also the method used in Ref. [84],

consists in the following. The single-field version of the Einstein equation, see Eq. (4.32),
can be written as

Φ′k = −HΦk +
φ′

2M2
Pl

δφ
(gi)
k . (4.50)

We are interested in the sub-Hubble behavior of Φk and δφ
(gi)
k . In this regime, given the

solution found above for qk, one can write Φk = AΦe
ik(η−ηini) and δφ

(gi)
k = Aδφeik(η−ηini),

where AΦ and Aδφ are slowly varying overall amplitudes. Inserting these expressions

into Eq. (4.50) and using the definition of qk, qk = aδφ
(gi)
k + zΦk, in order to express

Aδφ in terms of qk and AΦ, one obtains

aA′Φ + ik

[
1 +
H(1 + ε1)

ik

]
aAΦ =

1

2

H
MPl

√
2ε1 qk. (4.51)

In this equation, the derivative A′Φ can be neglected since AΦ is changing very slowly;
moreover, given that k/H � 1 on sub-Hubble scales, one arrives at exactly Eq. (4.49).
Therefore, this also completely determines the initial conditions of Φk in terms of those
of qk and gives results similar to the first method. As a consequence, as announced
before, once the initial conditions for the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable are known, the
initial conditions for any other relevant quantities can be automatically inferred.

The same reasoning can also be applied to the situation where there is only one
perfect fluid in the Universe. In that case, an exact result is

Φk = −Hε1
c2

S
k2

(qk
z

)′
, (4.52)

or

aΦk = − cS

2c2
S
k2

H
MPl

√
2ε1

(
q′k −

z′

z
qk

)
. (4.53)
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Then, we introduce the same WKB ansatz already discussed before with one important
difference though. Instead of oscillatory terms ∝ eikη, one needs to take into account the
fact that, in a fluid, fluctuations propagate with a speed which not the speed of light.
As a consequence, the relevant quantities characterizing the fluid will be written as a
slow-varying amplitude times eicSk(η−ηini). Then, repeating the previous considerations
leads to the following equation

Φk = − icS

(2cSk)3/2

H
MPl

√
2ε1

(
1− z′

icSkz

)
eicSk(η−ηini) ' − icS

(2cSk)3/2

H
MPl

√
2ε1 e

ic
S
k(η−ηini),

(4.54)

and, therefore, that Φk ∝ (2cSk)−3/2. Notice, as expected, that the above equation is
exactly Eq. (4.49) if one takes cS = 1.

The second method can also be used to check the validity of the result. In case of
one perfect fluid, Eq. (4.32) reduces to

Φ′k = −HΦk −
a2

2M2
Pl

ρ(1 + w)v(gi), (4.55)

and using similar considerations as the ones presented before in the case of a single scalar
field, we obtain

aA′Φ + icSk

[
1 +
H(1 + ε1)

icSk

]
aAΦ =

cS

2

H
MPl

√
2ε1 qk. (4.56)

that is to say the same formula as for a scalar field except for the presence of the sound
velocity. In the large scale limit, one obtains exactly Eq. (4.54) for the Bardeen potential
and we conclude that Φk ∝ (2cSk)−3/2.

For the velocity, we can use the definition of qk, namely HAv = AΦ − qk/z and,
therefore, Av ∝ (2cSk)−1/2. In particular, the contribution coming from the Bardeen
potential is sub-dominant as expected.

Finally, the initial conditions for the density contrast remains to be discussed. In
the single fluid case, the perturbed energy density conservation equation, see Eq. (4.35),
reads

δρ′ + 3H(1 + w)δρ− 3(1 + w)ρΦ′ − (1 + w)ρk2v = 0, (4.57)

yielding

A′δρ + ikcS

[
1 +

3H(1 + w)

ikcS

]
Aδρ = 3(1 + w)ρ

(
A′Φ + ikcSAΦ

)
+ (1 + w)ρk2Av. (4.58)

In the right hand side, the dominant term is the term proportional to Av which scales
as ∝ k3/2 since the term proportional to AΦ “only” scales ∝ k−1/2. As a consequence,
one can write

Aδρ =
(1 + w)ρ

ic2
S

cSkAv, (4.59)
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and deduce that Aδρ ∝ k1/2. It is interesting to test the consistency of this result with
the other conservation equation which, in the single fluid case, reads [see Eq. (4.37)]

v′ + 3H(1− 3w)v + Φ +
w

1 + w

δρ

ρ
= 0. (4.60)

Inserting the WKB ansatz in this equation, one obtains

A′v + icSk

[
1 +

3H(1− 3w)

icSk

]
Av = −AΦ −

w

(1 + w)ρ
Aδρ. (4.61)

In the right hand side the term proportional to AΦ is subdominant since it scales ∝ k−3/2

while the term proportional to Aδρ is proportional to k−1/2. As a consequence, one
obtains

Aδρ = −(1 + w)ρ

w
icSkAv, (4.62)

which is exactly Eq. (4.59) since w = c2
S

for a perfect fluid with constant equation of state.
We conclude that this is entirely consistent with the results obtained from the energy
density perturbation conservation equation and that the relevant initial conditions have
now been completely specified.

4.3.2 The many-fluid case

In the previous section, we have shown how to connect the formalism presented in Sec. 3
to the approach utilizing the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable. In principle, the generalization
to the many-fluid case is straightforward.

The first step consists in defining a Mukhanov-Sasaki variable for each fluid present

in the system. For scalar fields, this is known to be qa = aδφ
(gi)
a + zaΦ with za = aφ′a/H,

see Ref. [18]. In the case of a single scalar field, we recall that q = aδφ(gi) +zΦ, where, as
already introduced before, z = a

√
2ε1 MPl = aφ′/H. In some sense, za is a generalization

of the second manner of writing the z variable (namely a generalization of aφ′/H and
“not” of aMPl

√
2ε1 ).

For perfect fluids, to our knowledge, the question has not been studied as thoroughly
as in the case of scalar fields. We recall that, for a single fluid q = zR = z

[
Ψ−Hv(gi)

]
,

with z = a
√

2ε1 MPl/cS . The question is then to define a variable q(α) and a quantity z(α)

for each fluid. One possibility for z(α) would be z(α) = a
√

2ε1 MPl/c(α). However, there
is also another possibility which seems closer to what is done in the case of scalar fields.
Indeed the one-fluid definition of z can also be written as z = a2/H

√
(ρ+ p)/(p′/ρ′) ,

where, here, ρ and p are the total energy density and pressure, respectively, which
(obviously!) are also the energy density and the pressure of the fluid under consideration
since we assumed there is only one degree of freedom. In the multi-fluid situation, this
suggests the introduction of the quantity z(α) defined by

z(α) =
a2

H

√
ρ(α) + p(α)

p′(α)/ρ
′
(α)

. (4.63)
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It is important to notice that z(α) can no longer be expressed in terms of ε1 because ε1
is now determined by the total energy density and pressure. Then, one can define q(α)

by q(α) = z(α)R(α) = z(α)

[
Ψ−Hv(gi)

(α)

]
.

Having defined the generalized Mukhanov-Sasaki variables for each fluid of the
system, the next step consists in establishing from the general equations of Sec. 3, the
equations satisfied by the qa and the q(α). These equations will obviously be coupled.
Finally, one needs to take the large scale limit, k/H → ∞, in order to guess the initial
conditions for the qa and the q(α). Technically, this is clearly a complicated task.

However, there exists a route which is equivalent and much easier. First of all, we
can remark that, initially, the couplings between the scalar fields and the fluids can be
neglected. Technically, this is due to the fact that the physical momenta go to infinity
in this regime and, therefore, become the leading contribution in the equation of motion
for the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable. As a consequence, the Nfield scalar fields and the
Nfluid fluids can be treated separately. The initial conditions for a collection of Nfield

perturbed fields have been studied in great details in the literature and it is standard to
show that one has [19, 24, 89]

qAa,k(η)→ 1√
2k

eik(η−ηini)δAa . (4.64)

In this expression, it is worth noticing the presence of δAa which means that, initially,
the canonical variables are not “mixed”. Only the time evolution of those variables, in
presence of an interaction between them, will be able to mix them.

The treatment of a collection of Nfluid fluids is less standard. As already mentioned,
in principle, one should establish the equations of motion of the variables q(α). However,
in the large scale limit, we expect the Bardeen potential not to play an important
role. As a consequence, one can introduce a simplified version of q(α), q(α), defined by

q(α) = −z(α)Hv(gi)
(α) . Assuming that each fluid has a constant equation of state, which is

the case of interest in this paper, we find that q(α) obeys the equation

q′′(α) + q(α)

[
wαk

2 −
z′′(α)

z(α)
+H2ε1ε2

]
= 0. (4.65)

This equation is sufficient to fix the initial conditions in the sub-Hubble regime and we
take

qA(α),k →
1√

2c(α)k
eic(α)k(η−ηini)δA(α), (4.66)

where, as it was the case for the scalar fields, we have introduced “non-mixing” initial
conditions, see the presence of δA(α). When the Bardeen potential is sub-dominant on

sub-Hubble scales, one expects qA(α),k ' qA(α),k.

Here, a comment is in order. We see that Eq. (4.66) is ill-defined when c(α) = 0,
namely in the case where the fluid under consideration is pressure-less, which may be
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relevant in the present context. In that case, however, there is no oscillatory modes
anymore and, moreover, the physical wavelengths of the Fourier amplitudes are never
inside the sonic horizon (which simply vanishes), a necessary criterion to be able to single
out well-defined initial conditions. Carrying out the quantization of such a system seems
therefore difficult. On the other hand, we need to choose some initial conditions in order
to perform numerical calculations. Here, we will simply take a small but non-vanishing
pressure for the matter fluid: cm = 0.01. Actually, having cm 6= 0 is physically well-
justified since, in a realistic microscopic description, we expect non-relativistic matter to
be made of particles moving at small, but, crucially, non-vanishing, velocities. Although
it may be interesting to discuss this question more deeply, at the practical level, we
have noticed that the numerical behavior of the system does not depend on those initial
conditions. Therefore the physical conclusions obtained in this paper will not be sensitive
to this issue.

Having chosen the initial conditions for the “canonical variables” qa and q(α), we
now discuss how the initial conditions for the other relevant quantities can be determined.
This is done with the method presented in Sec. 4.3.1. Notice, however, that the scalar
field fluctuations and perfect fluid fluctuations propagate with different speeds. The
different perfect fluid perturbations also propagate with different speeds since, a priori,
the fluids do not have the same equation of state. To deal with this issue, we write
ΦA = AAΦeicAk(η−ηini), with cA = (1, 1, c1, c2). In the same manner, we write the two
perturbed scalar fields as δφA`,h = AA`,heicAk(η−ηini), the two perturbed energy densities as

δρA1,2 = AA1,2eicAk(η−ηini) and, finally, the two velocities as v
(gi)
1,2,A = AAv1,v2

eicAk(η−ηini). It is

interesting to see that the scalar field fluctuations which, a priori, propagate ∝ eik(η−ηini)

can also acquire modes ∝ eic1k(η−ηini) and ∝ eic2k(η−ηini) (the same remark could be
done for perfect fluids perturbations). Whether we initially populate the mode, say,
Φ1 = A1

Φe
ic1k(η−ηini) is precisely the choice of the initial conditions. In a standard

situation, one could also decide to populate this type of mode but, without interactions
between scalar fields and perfect fluids, this is not physically very relevant and, in any
case, does not correspond to the usual choice of initial conditions. In the present context,
however, this discussion is much more relevant since the interactions are able to sustain
such a mode.

The next step consists in inserting the above expressions of ΦA, δφA`,h, δρA1,2 and

v
(gi)
1,2,A in Eqs. (4.32), (4.33), (4.34), (4.35), (4.36), (4.37) and (4.38), and neglect the

interactions terms. As in Sec. 4.3.1, we consider that the amplitudes AAΦ, AA`,h, AA1,2
and AAv1,v2

are slowly varying functions of time. Moreover, we use the initial conditions
obtained from the quantum-mechanical considerations presented earlier in this section.
In particular, the requirement (4.64) implies that

AA` =
K`

a
δA` −

z`
a
AAΦ, AAh =

Kh

a
δAh −

zh

a
AAΦ, (4.67)

and we also have

AAv1
= − K1

Hz1
δA1 +

1

HA
A
Φ,1, AAv2

= − K2

Hz2
δA2 +

1

HA
A
Φ,2, (4.68)
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where the precise definitions of the background functions z`, zh, z1 and z2 have been
introduced before. In fact, at this stage, all we need to know is that these quantities are
background quantities and we will see that they do not play a crucial role in determining
the initial conditions. The quantities K`, Kh, K1 and K2, on the contrary, determine the
scaling of the initial conditions and are fixed by the quantum-mechanical considerations
described above, namely K` = Kh = (2k)−1/2 and K1,2 = (2c1,2k)−1/2.

Let us start with the equation for ΦA. Substituting the previous WKB ansatz in
Eq. (4.32), one arrives at

AAΦ ′ + icAk

{
1 +

H
icAk

+
1

2M2
PlicAk

[
Φ′`z`
a

+
Φ′hzh

a
+
a2ρ1(1 + w1)

H +
a2ρ2(1 + w2)

H

]}
AAΦ

=
1

2M2
Pl

[
φ′`
a
K`δ

A
` +

φ′h
a
Khδ

A
h +

a2ρ1(1 + w1)

Hz1
K1δ

A
1 +

a2ρ2(1 + w2)

Hz2
K2δ

A
2

]
, (4.69)

from which one obtains

AAΦ '
1

2M2
PlicAk

[
φ′`
a
K`δ

A
` +

φ′h
a
Khδ

A
h +

a2ρ1(1 + w1)

Hz1
K1δ

A
1 +

a2ρ2(1 + w2)

Hz2
K2δ

A
2

]
.

(4.70)

We see that each component of AAΦ is determined by the corresponding fluid, that
is to say the component A`Φ is determined by K`, Ah

Φ is determined by Kh and so on.
As for the single fluid case, one has AAΦ ∝ k−3/2. Then, using Eqs. (4.67) and (4.68),
one deduces that, at leading order, AA` ∝ k−1/2δA` , AAh ∝ k−1/2δAh , AAv1

∝ k−1/2δA1 and

AAv2
∝ k−1/2δA2 . At this stage, a comment is in order about the off-diagonal terms of

the components AA` , AAh , AAv1
and AAv2

. According to the previous considerations, these
quantities are next-to-leading order. For instance, according to Eq. (4.67), if A 6= `, one
has AA` ∝ −z`AAΦ/a, which means a scaling ∝ k−3/2 instead of ∝ k−1/2 for the diagonal
component (A = `). However, one has to remember that these conclusions are based
on the quantization of the variable q(α) introduced before, which is equivalent to q(α)

only if the Bardeen contribution is neglected. As a consequence, rigorously, the present
considerations do not allow us to derive the sub-leading contributions exactly. In the
following, for convenience, we will just assume that the off-diagonal terms initially vanish.
Again, at the practical level, this point does not play an important role in the following
since the evolution of the system is largely independent of those initial conditions.

Finally, the initial conditions for the energy density perturbations remain to be
established. Using Eqs. (4.35) and (4.36), it is easy to show that

AA1 ′ + ikcA

[
1 +

3H(1 + w1)

icAk

]
AA1 = 3(1 + w1)ρ1

(
AAΦ ′ + icAkAAΦ

)
+ (1 + w1)ρ1k

2AAv1
,

(4.71)

and a similar equation for AA2 . It follows that

AA1 '
(1 + w1)ρ1

ic2
A

cAkAAv1
' −(1 + w1)ρ1

ic2
AHz1

cAkK1δ
A
1 , (4.72)
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and, again, a similar expression for AA2 . This gives the following scaling A1,2 ∝ k1/2δA1,2,
at leading order. As in the single fluid case, one can check that the above expression
can also be recovered from (or is consistent with) the conservation equations involving
the velocity of the fluids. Again, for the off-diagonal terms, which are next-to-leading
order, we assume that they initially vanish. The previous comments on this assumption
are also valid in the present case.

4.4 Numerical Codes

It is clear that Eqs. (4.15), (4.16), (4.17), (4.18), (4.19), (4.22) and (4.23) are too com-
plicated to permit the obtention of analytical solutions. We have therefore integrated
them numerically and, in this section, we briefly present the methods that we have used
to find numerical solutions. Actually, we have written two independent codes to follow
the evolution of the background and linear fluctuations in these kinds of setups, in order
to be able to cross-check the numerical results. One code is using Python3 and the other
is using Fortran.

The Python code uses the LSODA method from the routine solve ivp of the pack-
age scipy.integrate, in order to numerically evolve the two-fields-two-fluids system
of 8 coupled background functions (a,H, φ`, φh, π`, πh, ρ1, ρ2) , where π`,h are the conju-
gate momenta of the two scalar fields, and 72 = 9 × 2 × 4 coupled linear perturbations
Re/Im

(
ΦA, δφA` , δφ

A
h , δπ

A
` , δπ

A
h , δρ

A
1 , δρ

A
2 , v

A
1 , v

A
2

)
A=`,h,1,2

. The time variable for the in-
tegration is chosen to be the number of e-folds N , which constrains the value of the
scale factor a at each time step. Moreover, the Hubble parameter H is evolved with the
dynamical Friedmann equation Ḣ = −(ρ+ p)/(2M2

Pl) with ρ, p the total energy density
and pressure, while the other Friedmann equation is used as a diagnosis of the accuracy
(energy conservation) of the numerical computation: E =

∣∣1− 3H2M2
Pl/ρ

∣∣ provides a
dimensionless quantity measuring the numerical error. During inflation, E is of order
10−11 in our fiducial two-field model of Sec. 5, showing that the numerical implemen-
tation is evidently very accurate, even though it grows quickly up to . 1% after the
oscillations of the lightest field at the end of inflation. Indeed, to follow the dynamics of
the fluids (background and linear fluctuations) after the end of reheating, we abruptly
drop the scalar fields in the numerical evolution in order for the code not to try to resolve
the tiny oscillations that must remain even though they constitute a negligible amount
of the total energy density, and we believe that this violent procedure (the derivative of
H is formally infinite at this point) is at the origin of the quite important decrease in
the numerical accuracy. Although more clever solutions might be possible in order to
keep a good numerical accuracy during radiation and matter domination, this does not
play an important role since we can still compute accurately each quantity at the end of
reheating, a few e-folds after the end of inflation, which is the main goal of this article,
and only numerical predictions well within the radiation era (or even in the matter era)
should be taken more cautiously.

Our Fortran code integrates the same equations (and, therefore, calculate the be-
havior of the same variables) with a time parameter which is also taken to be the number
of e-folds. The method of integration is a fifth-order Runge-Kutta method with adaptive
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step size control [90]. As in the Python code, when it becomes difficult to follow the
evolution of the inflaton fields after reheating, their contribution is automatically put to
zero when the corresponding energy density becomes smaller than a chosen threshold.
This is done at the background and perturbed level.

As mentioned before, we have cross-checked our results and no significant difference
between the results of the two codes has been found.

5 Application: double inflation

5.1 Description of the model

In this section, we apply the formalism studied before to a specific model of multi-
field inflation. In order to remain as simple as possible, we consider that the phase of
inflation is well-described by the “double inflation” model [15–17, 20] characterized by
the following Lagrangian

Ldbl−inf = −1

2
∂µφ`∂µφ` −

1

2
∂µφh∂µφh −

1

2
m2
`φ

2
` −

1

2
m2

hφ
2
h + Lmatter + Lint. (5.1)

In this model there are two fields, φ` and φh and the main difference with the general case
of two-field inflation considered before is that, now, the potential is separable V (φ`, φh) =
V`(φ`)+Vh(φh), each individual term being simply the potential for a massive field. The
mass of φ` is m` and that of φh is mh with

R ≡ mh

m`
> 1 , (5.2)

which explains why one field is called “light”, φ`, and the other “heavy”, φh. As ex-
plained before, the two fields responsible for inflation also interact with other components
of matter represented here by Lmatter. In the present context, we interpret Lmatter as the
Lagrangian describing the decay products of the inflaton fields, the interaction between
the inflaton fields and those decay products being given by Lint. A priori, a complete
model requires the microscopic description of the decay products (especially if a pertur-
bative calculation is carried out), namely an explicit form for Lmatter in terms of other
fundamental fields.

In this article, however, we follow a different route and use a phenomenological
description in which the decay products are modeled by perfect fluids, see Secs. 2, 3. In
this section, we will consider two fluids with constant equations of state: the first fluid
will be radiation with wγ = 1/3 and the second fluid will be pressure-less with vanishing
equation of state wm = 0. Moreover, as already discussed before, we assume that the
light field can only disintegrate into radiation and the heavy field into pressure-less
matter. Finally, we also make the hypothesis that the decay products cannot interact
among themselves. As described before, the two scalar fields are in fact equivalent to
three fluids, two “kinetic fluids” and one “potential fluid” with energy densities and
pressures given by

ρK` =
φ2
`
′

2a2
= pK` , ρKh

=
φ2

h
′

2a2
= pKh

, ρV = V = −pV . (5.3)
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We know from the previous considerations, see Sec. 2, that the exchanges between those
three fluids are given by

aQK`→V = −φ′`Vφ` , aQV→K` = 0, aQKh→V = −φ′hVφh
, aQV→Kh

= 0, (5.4)

in order to recover the usual equations of motion for the fields. The above assumptions
concerning the interaction between fields and fluids, using Eq. (2.14), are equivalent to

QK`→γ = −Γ`γρK` , Qγ→K` = 0, QKh→m = −ΓhmρKh
, Qm→Kh

= 0, (5.5)

all other, a priori possible, terms vanishing. To summarize, the model is characterized
by four parameters, m`, mh (or m` and R), Γ`γ and Γhm.

5.2 Background Evolution

5.2.1 Generalities

The equations of motion controlling the evolution of the background fields φ`(t), φh(t)
and of the fluid energy densities, ργ(t), ρm(t) are the Friedman equation

H2 =
1

3M2
Pl

[
φ̇2
`

2
+
φ̇2

h

2
+ V`(φ`) + Vh(φh) + ργ + ρm

]
, (5.6)

the two Klein-Gordon equations for the light and heavy fields, namely

φ̈` +

(
3H +

1

2
Γ`γ

)
φ̇` +m2

`φ` = 0, φ̈h +

(
3H +

1

2
Γhm

)
φ̇h +m2

hφh = 0, (5.7)

and the two conservation equations for the radiation and pressure-less fluids

ρ̇γ + 4Hργ =
1

2
Γ`γφ̇

2
` , ρ̇m + 3Hρm =

1

2
Γhmφ̇

2
h. (5.8)

We now describe the different epochs of evolution of the scenario. Initially, the terms
Γ`γ and Γhm are chosen to be negligible, Γ`γ � H and Γhm � H. This implies that
any pre-existing amount of radiation and/or matter (if any) plays no role during the
initial phase of the model. In that case, we are left with two standard Klein-Gordon
equations, φ̈`,h + 3Hφ̇`,h + m2

`,hφ`,h = 0 and a simplified Friedman equation, H2 =

(φ̇2
`/2 + φ̇2

h/2 + V` + Vh)/(3M2
Pl). Nevertheless, no exact, analytical, solution, to this

system of equations is known and we will have to rely on numerical calculations, see
below. However, the exact numerical solutions can be well-understood by means of
the slow-roll approximation. We therefore introduce the (hierarchy of) Hubble-flow
parameters εn defined by [91]

εn+1 =
d ln |εn|

dN
, (5.9)
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with ε0 = Hini/H. In particular, the first Hubble-flow parameter, ε1 = −Ḣ/H2 =
1 − ä/(aH2) indicates whether inflation occurs since ε1 < 1 is equivalent to ä > 0. In
the present case, one has

ε1 =
1

2H2M2
Pl

(
φ̇2
` + φ̇2

h

)
= 3

φ̇2
`/2 + φ̇2

h/2

φ̇2
`/2 + φ̇2

h/2 + V (φ`, φh)
. (5.10)

Therefore, in order to have inflation, one needs φ̇2
`/(H

2M2
Pl) � 1 and φ̇2

h/(H
2M2

Pl) � 1
and, as usual, this corresponds to a situation where the fields have sub-dominant kinetic
energy compared to their potential energy. This also implies that the slow-roll Friedman
equation can be approximated as H2 ∼ (m2

`φ
2
` +m2

hφ
2
h)/(6M2

Pl).
The validity of the slow-roll approximation also depends on field acceleration, a

piece of information which is encoded in the second Hubble-flow parameter given by

ε2 = 2ε1 +
2

H

φ̈`φ̇` + φ̈hφ̇h

φ̇2
` + φ̇2

h

. (5.11)

Interestingly enough, and contrary to the single-field case, ε2 � 1 does not necessarily
imply that φ̈h/(Hφ̇h) � 1 and φ̈`/(Hφ̇`) � 1 separately. In the following, we will
nevertheless assume that this is true, in which case the two Klein-Gordon equations can
be approximated as 3Hφ̇`,h +m2

`,hφ`,h ∼ 0.
The previous considerations also allow us to re-write the first Hubble flow parameter

as

ε1 ∼ 2M2
Pl

φ2
` +R4φ2

h

(φ2
` +R2φ2

h)2
. (5.12)

As a consistency check, one verifies that, if the heavy field dominates, mhφh � m`φ`,
or Rφh � φ`, then the expression (5.12) reduces to ε1 ' 2M2

Pl/φ
2
h which is, as expected,

the single-field expression of the first Hubble flow parameter. If, on the contrary, the
light field dominates, φ` � Rφh, then ε1 ' 2M2

Pl/φ
2
` and, again, one recovers the single-

field result (even though strictly speaking this rather requires the more constraining
inequality φ` � R2φh).

5.2.2 Slow-roll evolution of the background

As already mentioned, if the slow-roll approximation is satisfied, then the equations of
motion can be analytically integrated. Let us briefly (since this solution is standard in
the literature) recall how this is derived, mainly in order to clarify the role of the inte-
gration constants. Summing up the two slow-roll Klein-Gordon equations (5.7) (where,
in accordance with the previous discussion, we do not - yet - take into account the decay
terms) and using the Friedmann equation, one arrives at

3H2

(
φ`

dφ`
dN

+ φh
dφh

dN

)
= −m2

`φ
2
` −m2

hφ
2
h = −6M2

PlH
2, (5.13)
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which results in d(φ2
`/M

2
Pl +φ2

h/M
2
Pl)/ds = 4. Here, the variable s is such that ds/dN =

−1 which means that s = − ln(a/ap) = −N+Np, ap being the scale factor at a particular
time “tp” that we do not need to specify for the moment. Then, if one chooses the
parameterization, φ` = r(s)cos[θ(s)], φh = r(s)sin[θ(s)], the above equation becomes
a differential equation for r(s) only, which can easily be solved. One finds r(s) =√
r2

0 + 4M2
Pl(s− s0) where r0 and s0 are constants of integration. Moreover, using the

slow-roll equation for the light field, one can show that the angle θ(s) obeys

2M2
Pl

r2(s)
(R2 − 1)

ds

dθ
=

1 +R2 tan2 θ

tan θ
, (5.14)

which can also be solved exactly, leading to

s = s0 +
r2

0

4M2
Pl

[
−1 +

cos2θ0

cos2θ

(
tanθ

tanθ0

) 2
R2−1

]
, (5.15)

where θ0 = θ(s0). As a consequence, the solutions for the light and heavy fields can be
expressed as

φ` = 2MPlC
1/2 (tan θ)1/(R2−1) , φh = 2MPlC

1/2 (tan θ)R
2/(R2−1) , (5.16)

where C is a constant given by

C =
r2

0

4M2
Pl

cos2 θ0

(tan θ0)2/(R2−1)
. (5.17)

At this stage, without loss of generality, we can use our freedom to choose the peculiar
time Np (corresponding to tp introduced above) in order to simplify the above expres-
sions. A convenient choice is Np = N0 + r2

0/(4M
2
Pl) which implies that s0 = r2

0/(4M
2
Pl).

Then, it immediately follows that the expression for s simplifies to

s = C
(tan θ)2/(R2−1)

cos2 θ
. (5.18)

It is also interesting to express the quantity C in a way which is more convenient, in
particular when numerical and analytical estimates are compared. Using the above
expression of C, it is easy to establish that

C = Ntot
cos2 θini

(tan θini)2/(R2−1)

[
1− cos2 θini

cos2 θend

(
tan θend

tan θini

)2/(R2−1)
]−1

, (5.19)

where θini and θend are the value of θ at the beginning and at the end of inflation,
respectively. The quantity Ntot = Nend − Nini is the total number of e-folds during
inflation. At this point, one needs to elaborate a little bit on what we exactly mean by
the end of inflation. Of course, the end of inflation is defined by ε1 = 1. However, the
previous considerations are based on the slow-roll approximation which, a priori, ceases
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to be valid when the heavy field starts oscillating (in this regime, its kinetic energy equals
its potential energy and the slow-roll approximation breaks down). However, when it is
the case, the energy density of the heavy field becomes negligible and the Universe is
dominated by the light field which is still slow-rolling. As a consequence, the slow-roll
expression for φ` and for the Hubble parameter H found above can be extended in this
regime. As mentioned before, in this case, ε1 ' 2M2

Pl/φ
2
` and the end of inflation is given

by tan θend ' (2C)(1−R2)/2, which implies send = 1/2 and, therefore, Np = Nend + 1/2.
Another reasoning is, however, possible. We can also say that the end of inflation cannot
be predicted accurately within the slow-roll approximation but that it certainly happens
when θend � 1. As a consequence, given Eq. (5.18), send = −Nend + Np ' 0, namely
Np = Nend. We conclude that analytical approximations lead to Np = Nend + O(1)
but that the extra factor of order one cannot be unambiguously determined in this
framework. For simplicity, in the following, we will ignore it and take Np ' Nend, which,

with the help of Eq. (5.19), results in C = Ntot cos2 θini/(tan θini)
2/(R2−1). Let us also

notice that this last expression can be used to estimate the total number of e-folds in
terms of the initial values of the fields. Straightforward manipulations lead to

Ntot =
φ2
` |ini

4M2
Pl

[
1 +

(
φh|ini

φ`|ini

)2
]
. (5.20)

Finally, with the choice Np = N0 + r2
0/(4M

2
Pl), one has r(s) = 2MPl

√
s and the

Hubble parameter can be written as

H2(s) =
2

3
sm2

`

[
1 + (R2 − 1) sin2 θ

]
, (5.21)

an expression which is a good approximation of the exact Hubble parameter during the
whole inflation duration even when the heavy field is no longer slow-rolling (as explained
above).

It is also interesting to relate the variable θ to the cosmic time. Using the chain
equation

dt =
dN

H
=

dN

ds

ds

dθ

1

H
dθ = −ds

dθ

1

H
dθ, (5.22)

the cosmic time can be expressed by mean of the following integral

m`√
6

(t− tp) = − C1/2

R2 − 1

∫ θ

θp

√
1 +R2 tan2 θ

sin θ cos θ
(tan θ)

1
R2−1 dθ, (5.23)

which can be explicitly calculated. As a consequence, the relation between θ and t can
be expressed as

m`√
6

(t− tp) = −C1/2 (tan θ)
1

R2−1 2F1

[
−1

2
,

1

2(R2 − 1)
, 1 +

1

2(R2 − 1)
;−R2 tan2 θ

]

+ C1/2 (tan θp)
1

R2−1 2F1

[
−1

2
,

1

2(R2 − 1)
, 1 +

1

2(R2 − 1)
;−R2 tan2 θp

]
,

(5.24)
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Figure 1: Light and heavy scalar fields and Hubble parameter during inflation, in
Planck mass units. Exact numerical solutions (solid lines, respectively blue, orange and
gray) and approximate, slow-roll, analytical solutions “ana” (dashed lines, respectively
blue, orange and gray) given by Eqs. (5.16)–(5.21) are both displayed. The vertical
purple line indicates the transition between the regime dominated by the heavy field
and the regime dominated by the light field.

where 2F1(.) is an hypergeometric function [92, 93]. In this expression, one is of course
free to choose the peculiar time as one wishes.

Let us now study the exact solutions of the Friedmann and Klein-Gordon equa-
tions and how the approximations developed above perform. In the following, unless
specified otherwise, we will always work with the “fiducial” parameters m` = 10−5MPl,
R = 5, Γ`γ = 10−6MPl and Γhm = 10−5MPl. The initial conditions are chosen so that
φ`|ini = 8MPl, φh|ini = 12MPl and with a negligible amount of radiation and pressure-less
matter (we come back to this question below). The velocities of the scalar fields are fixed
according to the slow-roll approximation of their Klein-Gordon equation. This implies
the following initial value for the Hubble parameter, Hini = 2.5 × 10−4MPl. The cor-
responding exact, numerical, solutions for φ`(N) (solid blue line), φh(N) (solid orange
line) and the Hubble parameter H(N) (solid gray line) during inflation are presented in
Fig. 1. We have also plotted the slow-roll approximated evolution of the fields and of
the Hubble parameter, Eqs. (5.16)-(5.21), see the dashed blue, orange and gray lines. In
brief, the approximation evidently appears to be very good in the slow-roll regime. A
priori, this regime is left when the fields start oscillating and, as a result, we see that the
solid and dashed lines separate. Note, however, as already mentioned above, that even
when the heavy field has started its oscillations, the slow-roll solutions for the light field
and the Hubble parameter are still valid approximations because the universe becomes
quickly dominated by the light field which is still slowly rolling.
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Let us now describe Fig. 1 in more quantitative terms. One first sees that the heavy
field has initially a vacuum expectation value higher than that of the light field and,
therefore, starts “higher” in the potential. This regime can be understood by means of
Eqs. (5.16) and (5.21). One can indeed assume that, initially, the heavy field completely
dominates the energy budget of the universe. This is a good approximation as can be
checked if, for instance, one uses it to calculate the initial value of the Hubble parameter.
This gives Hini/MPl ' mhφh|ini/(

√
6MPl) leading, with the fiducial parameters of Fig. 1,

to Hini ' 2.5 × 10−4MPl, a value in perfect agreement with the exact, numerical, value
given above. In the heavy phase, when φh � φ`, cos2 θ is a small quantity (for the
initial conditions studied here this is admittedly not very accurate since one “only” has
cos2 θini = 4/13 ' 0.31 but it could be smaller if the difference between φh|ini and φ`|ini

were chosen to be larger) and

s ' C
(
cos2 θ

)−R2/(R2−1)
(

1− cos2 θ

R2 − 1
+ · · ·

)
' C

cos2 θ
, (5.25)

where (in the last expression only) we have also assumed R � 1. As a consequence,
θ ' arccos[(C/s)1/2] and one obtains

φ` = MPl

√
4s cos[θ(s)] ' 2MPlC

1/2 ' φ`|ini, (5.26)

which is a constant, in agreement with what we observe in Fig. 1 during the domination
of the heavy field. Notice that this approximation also leads to a simplified expression
for the constant C, namely

C ' φ2
` |ini

4M2
Pl

. (5.27)

Regarding the heavy field, in the regime discussed here, its slow-roll trajectory can be
approximated by φh = MPl

√
4s sin[θ(s)] 'MPl

√
4(s− C) , or

φ2
h(N) = −φ2

` |ini − 4M2
Pl(N −Nend) = φh|2ini − 4M2

Pl(N −Nini), (5.28)

where, in the last expression, we have made use of Eq. (5.20). This last expression corre-
sponds to the single-field trajectory for a large field model (with a quadratic potential)
which, of course, makes sense since, in this regime, the heavy field completely dominates
the energy budget of the Universe. It is also easy to calculate the evolution of the Hubble
parameter, and the result reads

H2 ' −1

6
m2

h

φ2
` |ini

M2
Pl

− 2

3
m2

h = H2|ini −
2

3
m2

h (N −Nini) , (5.29)

where, again, we have used Eq. (5.20). As expected, one also recovers the single-field
expression of the Hubble parameter.

Finally, making use of Eq. (5.20) yet another time, with the fiducial parameters
chosen before, one has Ntot ' 52 to be compared with the exact, numerical, value
Ntot = 53.6.
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The regime described above lasts until the energy density of the heavy field (which
decreases with time) equals that of the light field (which stays approximately constant).
This transition occurs when mhφh = m`φ` or θtrans = arctan(1/R). Let us notice that,
at the transition cos θtrans = R/

√
R2 + 1 and, in the limit R� 1, we see that cos θtrans

is not small (but rather of order one) and, therefore, one expects to observe deviations
from the above trajectories already at the transition (or even before). Using Eq. (5.18),
which is valid even if cos θ is not small, one can evaluate the time of transition quite
precisely. One obtains

strans = −Ntrans +Nend = CR2R2/(1−R2)(1 +R2) ' φ2
` |ini

4M2
Pl

R2R2/(1−R2)(1 +R2), (5.30)

where we have used the simplified expression of C, see Eq. (5.27). For the fiducial pa-
rameters used before, one finds Ntrans−Nend ' −14.6, in good agreement with the exact,
numerical, value Ntrans−Nend = −14.49. Notice that, in Fig. 1, the crossing between the
blue and orange lines corresponds to the time at which the vacuum expectation value of
the heavy field becomes smaller than the expectation value of the light field. This time
has clearly nothing to do with the transition mentioned before and is not associated with
any change in the physical properties of the system. In fact, the passage from the phase
dominated by the heavy field to the phase dominated by the light field manifests itself
by the small dropout in the evolution of the Hubble parameter that can be seen in Fig. 1
and which occurs around Ntrans. At this time, using Eq. (5.21), the Hubble parameter
is given by

H2
trans =

2

3
stransm

2
`

[
1 + (R2 − 1) sin2 θtrans

]
=

4

3
stransm

2
`

R2

R2 + 1
(5.31)

' 1

3

φ2
` |ini

M2
Pl

m2
hR

2R2/(1−R2), (5.32)

that is to say Htrans ' 4.3× 10−5MPl to be compared with the value observed in Fig. 1,
namely 4.27× 10−5MPl.

After the transition, the contribution from the heavy field becomes negligible and
the universe is dominated by the light field which is no longer frozen (as can be checked
in Fig. 1) and starts to move. In this regime θ � 1 [we have seen before that, already
at the transition, θtrans = arctan(1/R)� 1] and, as a consequence, we can write

s ' C θ2/(R2−1)

[
1 +

3R2 − 1

3(R2 − 1)
θ2 + · · ·

]
' C θ2/R2 (

1 + θ2 + · · ·
)
, (5.33)

where, in the last equality, we have used R � 1. This implies that θ ' (s/C)R
2/2 and

this phase corresponds to values of s/C such that s/C � 1. Then, using the slow-roll
trajectory (5.16) where we neglect the cosine term given that θ � 1, one obtains

φ2
` ' 4M2

Pl(Nend −N). (5.34)

– 43 –



In a similar way, using Eq. (5.21), one finds that

H2 ' 2

3
m2
`s =

2

3
m2
` (Nend −N). (5.35)

Notice that, at the end of inflation, by definition, s = 0 and, therefore, one finds φ`|end =
Hend = 0. It is easy to see that this a consequence of the fact that we chose Np = Nend.
If, instead, as discussed above, we had chosen Np = Nend+1/2 then we would have found
H2 = 2m2

` (Nend−N+1/2)/3 and, therefore, H2
end = m2

`/3. This is completely consistent
with the fact that, during the epoch dominated by the light field, ε1 ' 2M2

Pl/φ
2
` implying

that φ`|end '
√

2MPl and Hend ' m`/
√

3 ' 5.8 × 10−6MPl, to be compared with the
exact numerical value Hend = 4.97× 10−6MPl.

5.2.3 Matter and radiation energy densities during slow-roll

Let us now study how matter and radiation behave in the regime described above. The
conservation equation for matter (5.8) can be re-written

d

dt

(
a3ρm

)
=

Γhm

2
a3φ̇2

h, (5.36)

and the solution reads

a3(t)ρm(t)− a3(tini)ρm(tini) =
Γhm

2

∫ t

tini

a3(τ)φ̇2
h(τ)dτ. (5.37)

A rough approximation consists in assuming that, since the heavy field is in slow-roll,
the quantity φ̇2

h can be taken outside the integral. Then, using an exponential (de Sitter)
scale factor, we arrive at

ρm(t) '
(aini

a

)3
[
ρm(tini)−

Γhm

6H
φ̇2

h

]
+

Γhm

6H
φ̇2

h −→
Γhm

6H
φ̇2

h '
Γhmm

4
h

54H3
φ2

h(t). (5.38)

This expression is valid as long as the heavy field is in slow-roll that is to say, roughly
speaking, until the transition time. Similar considerations lead to a solution for the
radiation energy density, namely

ργ(t) '
(aini

a

)4
[
ργ(tini)−

Γ`γ
8H

φ̇2
`

]
+

Γ`γ
8H

φ̇2
` −→

Γ`γ
8H

φ̇2
` '

Γ`γm
4
`

72H3
φ2
` (t). (5.39)

Since the light field is in slow-roll until the end of inflation, this solution is valid until that
time. The two solution (5.38) and (5.39) are represented in Fig. 2 and compared to the
correspond exact, numerical, solutions. Evidently, they match very well the numerical
results.
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Figure 2: Behavior of the fluids’ energy densities during multi-field inflation. Exact
numerical results (solid lines) as well as the analytical approximations “ana” (dashed
lines) given by Eqs. (5.38)–(5.39), are represented both for radiation (red) and matter
(green). The agreement is nearly perfect until the time when the scalar field to which the
fluid is coupled, leaves the slow-roll regime and begins to oscillate. The vertical purple
line indicates the transition between the regime dominated by the heavy field and the
regime dominated by the light field.

5.2.4 Decays of inflaton fields

Let us now discuss the decays of the heavy and light fields. The decay of the heavy
field happens first. Predicting, with good accuracy, the time at which it happens turns
out to be a central issue in this article since we will see in the following sections that,
in fact, this quantity determines the level of non-adiabatic perturbations in the post-
inflationary universe. Usually, the criterion that allows us to identify when the decay
starts is H ' O(1)Γhm or, dimensionally, tdecay,h ' O(1)/Γhm. This criterion can be
quite accurate especially in the context of single-field models where H evolves rapidly
towards the end of inflation. However, it is interesting to notice that this is no longer
true in the present context, a fact that, to our knowledge, has not been fully appreciated
in the existing literature. The reason for this difficulty is that the Hubble parameter
changes very slowly in this regime (recall that H still obeys the slow-roll approximation
since the light field is now dominant). As a consequence, a substantial error in the
determination of the decay time can easily be made resulting in a large error in the
predicted level of non-adiabatic perturbations in the post-inflationary Universe [and in
the value of ρh(t) at the end of inflation]. Therefore, it is important to track the behavior
of the background during the heavy field decay with some accuracy. We now turn to
this question.
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In order to further motivate the need for an accurate (hence, unfortunately, more
complicated) treatment of the question, which is given in Appendix A, we start with a
treatment which is both intuitive and simple. As argued in this section, it will turn out
that this approach is not precise enough in order to reach our goal, namely calculate
analytically, with good accuracy, the non-adiabatic perturbations after inflation.

Soon after the transition between the phase dominated by the heavy field and
the phase dominated by the light field, the heavy field oscillates and decays. In order to
study the detailed behavior of φh(t), one writes φh(t) = (a/ap)−3/2φh,pe

−Γhm(t−tp)/4gh(t),
where we recall that tp is a particular time and gh(t) is a function defined by the previous
equation. Let us also emphasize here that this particular time needs not to be chosen as
before. In the present context, it should be thought as the time from which the above
writing of φh(t) is relevant, see below for more discussions about this point, which turns
out to be quite important. Then, using Eq. (5.7) the function gh(t) obeys the equation

g̈h(t) +m2
h

(
1− 3

2
ε1
H2

m2
h

− 9

4

H2

m2
h

− 1

16

Γ2
hm

m2
h

− 3

4

H

mh

Γhm

mh

)
gh(t) = 0. (5.40)

This is the equation of a parametric oscillator with its time-dependent frequency given
by

ω2
h(t) = m2

h −
3

2
ε1H

2 − 9

4
H2 − 1

16
Γ2

hm −
3

4
HΓhm. (5.41)

Unfortunately, the exact time dependence of ω2
h(t) is too complicated to permit an

explicit integration of Eq. (5.40). A plot of ω2
h is given in Appendix A, see Fig. 20. One

of the main feature of this plot is to show that ω2
h is negative during the heavy field

slow-roll regime. In fact, it remains negative until a time tosc such that ω2
h(tosc) = 0

(which is, therefore, a turning point) after which ω2
h > 0 and it is only in this regime

that φh(t) starts oscillating. It is also important to notice that the transition time lies
in the region where ω2

h < 0, that is to say ttrans < tosc.
During the decay of the heavy field, the background is still in slow-roll and, there-

fore, the Hubble parameter evolves slowly. As a first approximation, we can thus assume
that ω2

h remains constant in this regime. Then, it is straightforward to write the solu-
tion of Eq. (5.40) which reads gh(t) = cos [ωh(t− tp)] +B sin [ωh(t− tp)], where B is an
integration constant. Notice that gh(tp) = 1 (as appropriate given the definition of gh)
and B = ġh(tp)/ωh. From the above considerations, it is clear that tp must be chosen
such that tp > tosc (and, as a consequence, tp cannot be chosen to be ttrans). For times
t � tp, φh(t) has undergone several oscillations and we can calculate the time average
of the solution (denoted by 〈·〉 in the following). This leads to

〈
φ2

h

〉
= φ2

p

1

2

(
1 +B2

) (ap

a

)3
e−Γhm(t−tp)/2, (5.42)

and
〈
φ̇2

h

〉
= m2

hφ
2
p

1

2

(
1 +B2

) (ap

a

)3
e−Γhm(t−tp)/2. (5.43)
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We see that the two above equations imply equipartition between kinetic and potential
energy. Notice that the term ∝ ε1H

2/m2
h has been neglected in order to be consistent

with the assumption that the Hubble parameter is constant. This gives an expression
for the heavy field energy density, ρh ' m2

h

〈
φ2

h

〉
.

The expression of the field derivative (5.43) could also be used to calculate the
evolution of the matter energy density, see Eq. (5.37). Indeed, contrary to the slow-roll
case, the evolution of the heavy field is no longer slow and, as a consequence, the term φ̇2

h

cannot be taken outside the integral. However, using the above analytical formula (5.43),
it can be calculated explicitly. Indeed, inserting Eq. (5.43) in Eq. (5.37), one arrives at

ρm(t) = m2
hφ

2
p

1

2
(1 +B2)

(ap

a

)3 [
1− e−Γhm(t−tp)/2

]
+ ρp

m

(ap

a

)3
. (5.44)

Pushing the solution (5.38) up to tp, we have ρp
m ∼ Γhmm

4
hφ

2
p/(54H3), hence the sec-

ond term is negligible as soon as 1 − e−Γhm(t−tp)/2 > Γhmm
2
h/
[
27(1 +B2)H3

]
which is

very quickly true, roughly Γhm(t − tp) > 0.05. Therefore, the second term can be ne-
glected and, following the considerations presented above, we have thus obtained simple
expressions for ρh(t) and ρm(t).

Then, the time of decay of the heavy field, tdecay,h is defined by the condition
ρh(tdecay,h) = ρm(tdecay,h) and, using the above expressions, we arrive at

tdecay,h − tp =
2

Γhm
ln 2. (5.45)

We see it has the form predicted above (namely, inversely proportional to the decay rate)
with the factor O(1) being simply 2 ln 2 ' 1.39.

Finally, if one wants to express the time of decay not in terms of cosmic time but
in terms of the number of e-folds, one can use the fact that the oscillatory behavior of
the heavy field takes place during the phase dominated by the light field during which
H2 = 2m2

` (Nend − N)/3, see Eq. (5.35). As a consequence, given that dN = Hdt, one
finds

t− tp = −
√

6

m`

[
(Nend −N)1/2 − (Nend −Np)1/2

]
, (5.46)

which allows us to relate t and N . This relation is a simplified version of the exact (5.24).
It follows that the number of efolds at which the heavy field decay occurs would be given
by the expression

Nend −Ndecay,h =

[
(Nend −Np)1/2 − m`

Γhm

2√
6

ln 2

]2

. (5.47)

At this stage, we would need to choose the particular time tp. As already mentioned,
this cannot be ttrans because it lies in the region where ω2

h < 0. It cannot be tosc either
since ω(tosc) = 0 and the solution for gh(t) in terms of trigonometric functions presented
before becomes ill-defined. In fact, the trigonometric solution for gh(t) introduced before
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is nothing but the WKB solution of Eq. (5.40) in the regime where ω2
h is constant and

positive. The WKB approximation becomes valid if ω̇h/(2ω
2
h) < 1. Therefore, a natural

definition of tp would be the time such that ω̇h = 2Cω2
h where C ≤ 1 is a constant which

quantifies how restrictive the WKB criterion is chosen (namely, for instance, C = 1 or
0.1, . . . ). This time will be noted tp = twkb in the following. In the vicinity of the
turning point (since we expect tp = twkb to be close to tosc) a good approximation for
the time-dependent frequency is ω2

h ' m2
h−9H2/4, which implies that ω̇ = 9ε1H

3/(4ω).
As a consequence twkb (or rather θwkb) is a solution of the following equation

H2

m2
h

=

[
9

4
+

(
9ε1
8C

)2/3
]−1

, (5.48)

where H is given by Eq. (5.21) [with s defined by Eq. (5.18)] and ε1 by Eq. (A.14).
These considerations allow us to calculate the quantities appearing in the WKB solution
for gh(t) (namely, ωwkb, B, . . . ) and to plot ρh = m2

h

〈
φ2

h

〉
, see Eq. (5.42) and ρm, see

Eq. (5.44). They are represented and compared to the exact, numerical, solutions in
Fig. 3. This lead to Ndecay,h ' −8.39 to be compared with the exact result Ndecay,h '
−10.81.

Unfortunately, we notice that this result is not precise enough to predict with good
accuracy the behaviors of ρh(t) and ρm(t) and, therefore, the final level of non-adiabatic
perturbations after the end of inflation. Therefore, if one wants an analytical result for
Ndecay,h, one needs better approximations for the behavior of ρh(t) and ρm(t) around
the time of decay of the heavy field. Such a calculation (which is more involved at the
technical level) is carried out in great details in Appendix A.

Finally, as can also be observed in Fig. 1, the light field starts to oscillate and
decays when H ' Γ`γ , that is to say

s`,decay = −N`,decay +Nend '
3

2
O(1)

Γ2
`γ

m2
`

. (5.49)

Numerically, for the parameters considered here, this gives N`,decay ' Nend, namely
around the end of inflation in agreement with Fig. 1. This estimate is better than the
estimate of the heavy field decay time because, around the end of inflation, the Hubble
parameter evolves much more abruptly than when the heavy field starts oscillating.
This also leads to an estimate of the reheating temperature of this model. Given that,
just after the end of inflation, the universe is dominated by radiation, one can write
3M2

PlH
2
`,decay ' 3M2

PlΓ
2
`γ = π2g∗T

4
rh/30 or

g
1/4
∗ Trh '

(
90

π2

)1/4√
Γ`γMPl , (5.50)

where g∗ is the number of relativistic degrees of freedom just after the fields decay. With

our fiducial parameters, one finds g
1/4
∗ Trh ' 0.0023MPl ' 5.53× 1015 GeV.
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Figure 3: Behavior of ρh and ρm during the decay of the heavy field. Here we show
both their exact numerical values (respectively the orange and green solid lines), and
their analytical formulas inferred from the simple decay approximation presented in
this section, “ana, sd” (respectively the orange and green dashed lines) as given by
Eqs. (5.42)–(5.43) and Eq. (5.44). Moreover the time of decay of the heavy field, defined
as the time when ρh = ρm is shown with the vertical gray lines both from the numerical
approach (solid line, Ndecay,h = −10.81) and the simple decay analytical approximation

(dashed line, Nana,sd
decay,h = −8.39). Clearly, this simple formalism is not sufficient to

encapsulate the physics of the decay of the heavy field: a more rigorous approach is
proposed in the Appendix A, see in particular Fig. 22.

5.2.5 Evolution in field space

In Fig. 4, we have again represented the trajectory of the system but, now, in the
two-dimensional space (φ`, φh) superimposed on the potential contour levels. On the
left panel, we have focused on the slow-roll regime and the two phases, dominated
respectively by the heavy and light fields, are clearly visible. The sharp turn separating
these two epochs is also easy to identify. On the right panel, we have zoomed in on
the vicinity of the minimum of the potential in order to see the oscillations of the fields
occurring after the end of inflation. In those two panels, the “non-isotropic” character
of the contour levels is of course a consequence of the fact that the two fields do not
have the same mass.

In Fig. 5, we have represented the evolution of the first Hubble-flow parameter (blue
line) and the equation-of-state parameter, namely the pressure to energy density ratio
(orange line), during inflation. The left panel corresponds to the fiducial parameters
already used in Fig. 1 (and used throughout this article). We see that it represents a
situation where inflation is never interrupted. The time at which the heavy field (or,
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(a) Linear scaling for the whole trajectory: the
field-space turn is clearly visible.
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(b) Logarithmic scaling for the last e-folds of
inflation: the fields’ oscillations are resolved.

Figure 4: Field-space (φ`, φh) background trajectory from the numerical evolution (or-
ange line) superimposed on the two-field potential contour levels. The instantaneous
direction of the trajectory is aligned with the potential gradient and is therefore effec-
tively single-field like, except around the turn which is a truly multi-field feature. Red
dots along the trajectory are equally spaced by ∆N = 2 e-folds of expansion and the
black dot denotes the end of inflation.

rather, the energy density associated to this field) becomes subdominant manifests itself
as a small bump around N −Nend ' −14.6 (already identified as a small dropout in the
evolution of the Hubble parameter in Fig. 1) but we notice that ε1 never reaches one
(horizontal solid black line) and w is never greater than −1/3 (horizontal dashed black
line). The end of inflation occurs when the light field starts to oscillate and is represented
by the black dot. The right panel represents the evolution of the same quantities with the
same initial conditions for the fields and the same values of the parameters except that,
now, R = 15. In that case, the physical situation is very different from the one depicted
on the left panel. In particular, around N −Nend ' −16.4 (“first” black dot), we notice
that inflation temporarily comes to an end at the transition between the heavy and light
phases. Indeed, ε1 becomes larger than one and w becomes larger than −1/3. This can
be understood as follows. At the transition, Rφh = φ` and, therefore, from Eq. (5.12),
ε1 'M2

Pl(1+R2)/(2φ2
` ). Using the crude approximation that the light field stays constant

during the heavy phase, this can also be written as ε1 ' M2
Pl(1 + R2)/(2φ`|2ini). As a

consequence, inflation stops at the transition only if R &
√

2 φ`|ini/MPl, which gives
in our case R & 11.3 (exploring the parameter space numerically, we rather find this
threshold value to be R & 12.9). Therefore, the left panel of Fig. 5 (R = 5) corresponds
to a case where inflation does not stop since R is slightly below the threshold. On the
contrary, the situation on the right panel corresponds to R = 15 and one expects a
transient violation of inflation which is what is observed.

We see that, despite its a priori simplicity, the solutions for the fields in the double
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(a) Set of parameters presented in the main
text and used in all other figures.
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(b) Same set of parameters, except for the ratio
of masses taken to be R = 15 here.

Figure 5: First Hubble-flow parameter ε1 = −Ḣ/H2 and total equation of state of
the universe w = p/ρ, for two sets of parameters differing only by the value of R. The
solid (respectively dashed) black line represents the maximal value for ε1 (respectively
w) in order for inflation to proceed: 1 (respectively −1/3). Black dots represent times
at which inflation is stopped, either temporarily or permanently. For R = 5 (left panel),
inflation slows down but does not stop when the heavy field reaches the minimum of its
potential around N − Nend ' −14.6, while for R = 15 (right panel) its oscillations are
so strong that inflation is transiently violated. In this work, we choose to focus on a
region of parameter space such that inflation is not transiently violated, and keep R = 5
in our fiducial model. At the end of inflation, the fast oscillations of the light field at
the bottom of its quadratic potential around N ' Nend, are responsible for an equation
of state w which averages to zero over a few oscillations, the Universe thus behaving, on
average and on large scales, effectively as if it was dominated by a pressure-less fluid.

inflation model possess a rich variety of different behaviors. In order to simplify the
discussion, in the following, we will always assume that inflation never stops before both
fields have reached the bottom of their potential. In practice, as already mentioned, we
will always work with the fiducial parameters corresponding to Fig. 1.

5.2.6 Evolution of the fractional energy densities

Yet another way to understand the evolution of the system is to plot the quantities
Ωi ≡ ρi/ρtot where ρi is the energy density of the fluid “i” and ρtot is the total energy
density. By definition, one has

∑
i Ωi = 1. The corresponding plot is presented in Fig. 6

where Ωφ` corresponds to the solid blue line, Ωφh
to the solid orange line, Ωγ (radiation)

to the solid red line and, finally, Ωm (pressure-less matter) to the solid green line. Let us
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Figure 6: Numerical evolution of the energy budget in the universe during inflation.
The four fundamental components of matter are represented: the light scalar field (blue
line) and the heavy one (orange line), as well as the radiation fluid (red line) and the
pressure-less, matter one (green line). The scalar field that is driving inflation is the
one that is dominating the energy budget (by definition), and the contributions from
the cosmological fluids are overall negligible but not astonishingly small. The vertical
purple line indicates the transition between the regime dominated by the heavy field and
the regime dominated by the light field, a time around which the energy from the heavy
field is transferred to the matter fluid. Inflation stops at N = Nend after a total of 53.61
e-folds of expansion from the initial time of the simulation, and the energy from the light
scalar fields completes its transition to the radiation fluid, thus setting the stage for the
radiation-dominated era.

emphasize that it is possible to plot Ωφ` and Ωφh
because, in the particular case of double

inflation, it is possible to define separately a fluid associated with the heavy and light
fields since the potential is separable. As already mentioned when Fig. 1 was described,
at the beginning of inflation, the energy density associated to the heavy field dominates
the energy budget of the universe. At Ntrans − Nend ' −14.6, estimated in Eq. (5.30),
the contribution of the light field takes over and the blue and orange lines intersect. At
this time, the decay of the heavy field is apparent as the quantity Ωφh

sharply drops out
(while oscillating). Then, the phase dominated by the light field starts until inflation
comes to an end. During inflation, we also remark that the contributions originating
from radiation and/or pressure-less matter remain negligible except, of course, when the
end of the inflationary phase is approached.

Having described how inflation proceeds, let us now extend our analysis to the post-
inflationary universe. In Fig. 7, we have plotted the evolution of the fictitious “kinetic
fluids” associated to the light field, ΩK` (solid blue line), to the heavy field, ΩKh

(solid
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Figure 7: Energy budget Ω(α) = ρ(α)/ρ between the “fictitious” and “real” fluids in
the universe during inflation, reheating, radiation domination and matter domination.
During inflation, the potential fluid is always dominating, and the second most important
contribution comes from the kinetic fluid corresponding to the scalar field that is driving
inflation at that time. As already mentioned, the contributions from the cosmological
fluids are then negligible but not extremely small. Clearly, when the heavy field reaches
the minimum of its potential, it begins to oscillate and redshift, and completes its transfer
of energy to the matter fluid (however the latter quickly begins to decay a bit less rapidly
than a−3 because it is then only sustained by the exponentially decreasing kinetic energy
of the heavy field). At the end of inflation, both the kinetic energy of the light scalar
field and the potential energy oscillate with opposite phases but equal amplitudes, and
the universe therefore behaves on average and on large scales as in a matter-dominated
epoch. This large kinetic energy of the light scalar field is efficiently transferred to the
radiation fluid, whose contribution rapidly grows during reheating. Around 3 e-folds
after the end of inflation, reheating is complete and it is the onset of the radiation-
dominated era, which lasts until radiation has so much redshifted (as a−4) that the
small remaining quantity of matter at the end of reheating (that redshifts slower as a−3)
eventually dominates, thus setting the stage for the matter-dominated era.

orange line) and to the “potential fluid”, ΩV (solid gray line). We have also represented
the contribution of the “real fluids”, namely radiation (solid red line) and pressure-less
matter (solid green line). As expected, during inflation, we see that the “potential fluid”
dominates over all the other components. At N = Ndecay,h, the heavy field decays and
one sees ΩKh

sharply dropping as ρKh
∝ a−3e−Γhmt/2, see the considerations around

Eqs. (5.40) and (5.41). Starting from the same time, the pressure-less matter that
has been produced by the heavy field decay behaves as Ωm ∝ a−3 (the orange curve
envelope has, initially, namely before the exponential term in ρKh

takes over, the same
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slope as the solid green line). At the end of inflation, all fluids associated to the scalar
fields quickly become subdominant and radiation becomes the main component in the
universe, Ωγ ' 1. Then, during the subsequent radiation-dominated epoch, pressure-
less matter is subdominant but its relative contribution grows as Ωm ∝ a given that
ργ ∝ 1/a4 and ρm ∝ 1/a3. Eventually, around N − Nend ' 40 e-folds after the end of
inflation, pressure-less matter becomes dominant and the matter-dominated era starts.
Equality occurs at the temperature

Teq ' 2.43× 1018

(
90

π2

)1/2( Γ`γ
MPl

)1/2

Ωm|rh GeV. (5.51)

This gives Teq ' 0.73 GeV, where we have used Ωm|rh ' 10−16 as can be checked in Fig. 7.
Notice that we do not use an analytical approximation for the quantity Ωm|rh due to
the remarks made before, namely the fact that the decay of the heavy field is difficult to
predict with good accuracy in the approximate framework used here (although it could
be attempted using considerations presented in App. A). The temperature obtained
before is a temperature higher than the BBN scale. This means that the parameters
chosen before are not very realistic and, in order to be realistic, one should change
them, for instance lower the value of Γ`γ . However, in the following, we will nevertheless
continue to work with the fiducial parameters for various reasons. First, considering
smaller values of the decay rates can introduce severe numerical problems and, second,
since we have analytical estimates that are well-verified in the regime where numerical
calculations are available, it would be easy to derive useful predictions in situations of
physical interest simply by using these estimates. Here, our main goal is not to build
a fully realistic multi-field scenario but to investigate and test the accuracy of the tools
that have been developed to study these models.

The last figure of this section is Fig. 8 in which we have represented the “trajecto-
ries” of the system in the two-dimensional space (Ωγ ,Ωm) for different initial conditions.
The main conclusion is that the late time behavior of Ωγ and Ωm is not sensitive to the
choice of these initial conditions. Indeed, after ' 3 e-folds, the system joins an attractor
as can be seen in Fig. 8. Therefore, we have established that our results do not depend on
what we assume about the initial energy densities stored in radiation and pressure-less
matter.

5.3 Solutions for the perturbations

5.3.1 Adiabatic and non-adiabatic modes during inflation

In this section, we investigate the solutions for the perturbations during the phase of
inflation. Here, and for the remainder of this work, we focus on a single wave-number k,
chosen such that k = 100× ainiHini ' 0.025MPl, which therefore features approximately
4.6 e-folds of sub-Hubble evolution before crossing the Hubble radius. Actually, our
numerical simulation enables to follow its evolution until it re-enters the Hubble radius
in the matter-dominated era (though remember that the radiation-matter equality is not
realistic in our fiducial model). The cosmic history of this mode, stretched by inflation
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Figure 8: This figure shows the independence of the dynamics of the cosmological
fluids on their initial conditions, as found with numerical simulations. Different colors
correspond to different initial conditions for ργ and ρm and the colorful dots indicate
these initial conditions. During inflation, the energy densities of the fluids clearly reach
an attractor dynamics along which they are negligible, independently on their initial
conditions, as can be understood with the investigation of Eqs. (5.38)–(5.39). The
first turn in this (Ωγ ,Ωm) two-dimensional space corresponds to the decay of the heavy
scalar field, during which the contribution of the matter fluid is rapidly decaying, and
the second turn coincides with the end of inflation, denoted by the black dot. Afterward,
the radiation fluid dominates the energy budget until the time of equality, from which
the matter fluid is dominating.

to super-horizon scales and then re-entering our observable Universe, is represented in
Fig. 9.

We neglect, at least for the moment, the contributions of matter and radiation.
As a consequence, the perturbed quantities that remain to be studied are the Bardeen
potential and the two (heavy and light) field fluctuations. The equations of motion of
these quantities are given by Eqs. (4.32), (4.33) and (4.34). During inflation, on large
scales, we can also use the slow-roll approximation which transforms the equations of
motion, which are second order differential equations, into first order differential equa-
tions. These considerations lead to simplified versions of Eqs. (4.32), (4.33) and (4.34)
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Figure 9: Cosmic history for the representative physical scale k−1
phys (black line) cor-

responding to the mode kphys = k/a with k = 100 × ainiHini ' 0.025MPl. This phys-
ical wavelength is stretched from sub-Hubble scales where it behaves as in the Bunch-
Davies vacuum, to super-horizon ones (the transition happens when the physical scale
k−1

phys = H−1, where H−1 is the Hubble radius and is represented in gray), where cru-
cially non-trivial dynamics may happen due to the multi-species nature of the model at
hand. Then it re-enters the horizon of our observable Universe during the matter era.
Particular times of interest are represented with vertical lines, such as the transition
between the two regimes of inflation (purple line), the end of reheating and beginning
of the radiation-dominated era (red line), and the time of equality from which matter is
dominating (green line).

which, on large scales, can be expressed as

ΦA =
1

2M2
PlH

(
φ̇`δφ`,A + φ̇hδφh,A

)
, (5.52)

3H ˙δφ`,A +
∂2V`
∂φ2

`

δφ`,A + 2
∂V`
∂φ`

ΦA = 0, (5.53)

3H ˙δφh,A +
∂2Vh

∂φ2
h

δφh,A + 2
∂Vh

∂φh
ΦA = 0. (5.54)

Notice that, for the moment, we have not used the specific form of the potential (namely
the fact that it is quadratic). The only property utilized above is that the potential is
separable.

Then, it turns out that this system of equations can be solved exactly. The solution
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for the Bardeen potential reads [15]

ΦA = −C1,A
Ḣ

H2
−H d

dt

(
d`,AV` + dh,AVh

V

)
(5.55)

= C1,Aε1 +
(d`,A − dh,A)

3(V` + Vh)2

[(
∂V`
∂φ`

)2

Vh −
(
∂Vh

∂φh

)2

V`

]
, (5.56)

where we recall that ε1 is the first Hubble flow parameter, while the solutions for the
field fluctuations take the form

δφ`,A

φ̇`
=
C1,A

H
− 2H(dh,A − d`,A)

Vh

V` + Vh
, (5.57)

δφh,A

φ̇h

=
C1,A

H
+ 2H(dh,A − d`,A)

V`
V` + Vh

. (5.58)

In these expressions, C1,A, dh,A and d`,A are integration constants.
Following Ref. [23], it is interesting to split the above solutions in adiabatic and

non-adiabatic modes. Concretely, for the adiabatic components, we define

Φad
A = C1,Aε1, δφad

`,A =
C1,A

H
φ̇`, δφad

h,A =
C1,A

H
φ̇h. (5.59)

The justification for these definitions is as follows. One can use these solutions to cal-
culate the corresponding curvature perturbations. This means that we consider the
standard expression for the curvature perturbation in terms of the Bardeen potential
and the field fluctuations but when the concrete forms of ΦA and δφh,`,A are used in this
expression, only the adiabatic modes are taken into account. Explicitly, we have

ζad
`,A = −Φad

A −H
δρad
`,A

ρ̇`
' −C1,A, (5.60)

where δρad
`,A = φ̇`δφ̇

ad
`,A − φ̇2

`Φ
ad
A + (∂V`/∂φ`)δφ

ad
`,A. Of course, one also has ζad

h,A ' −C1,A

since the same calculation holds for the heavy field. This implies that ζad
h,A − ζad

`,A = 0,
which, therefore, indeed, corresponds to an adiabatic perturbation, justifying the split
(and the notation) introduced before.

In a similar way, the non-adiabatic components of the full solution can be defined
by the following formulas

Φnad
A =

(d`,A − dh,A)

3(V` + Vh)2

[(
∂V`
∂φ`

)2

Vh −
(
∂Vh

∂φh

)2

V`

]
, (5.61)

δφnad
`,A = −2Hφ̇`(dh,A − d`,A)

Vh

V` + Vh
, (5.62)

δφnad
h,A = −2Hφ̇h(d`,A − dh,A)

V`
V` + Vh

. (5.63)
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Using these results, one can establish the corresponding expressions for curvature per-
turbations. For the light field, one arrives at

ζnad
`,A = − 2

9(V` + Vh)2
(dh,A − d`,A)

[(
∂Vh

∂φh

)2

V` −
(
∂V`
∂φ`

)2

Vh

]

+ 2H2(dh,A − d`,A)
Vh

V` + Vh
, (5.64)

and a similar equation for the quantity ζnad
h,A , where the indices ` and h are permuted. It

follows that ζnad
h,A − ζnad

`,A 6= 0 which justifies why these branches of the full solutions are
called non-adiabatic. In fact, using the above expressions, it is straightforward to show
that

S`h,A = 3
(
ζnad
`,A − ζnad

h,A

)
= 6C3,AH

2, (5.65)

where we have defined the constant C3,A by C3,A = dh,A − d`,A. We emphasize again
that the above considerations are valid for any potential provided this one is separable.

5.3.2 Fixing the initial conditions

To go further and have a complete knowledge of the large scales solutions (5.56), (5.57)
and (5.58), we must fix the constants C1,A and C3,A. Inverting Eqs. (5.57) and (5.58),
one obtains

C1,A = − 1

M2
Pl

(
V`

∂V`/∂φ`
δφ`,A +

Vh

∂Vh/∂φh
δφh,A

)
, (5.66)

C3,A =
3

2

(
δφ`,A

∂V`/∂φ`
− δφh,A

∂Vh/∂φh

)
, (5.67)

and, therefore, it is sufficient to evaluate the time-dependent quantities that appear in
the above formulas at a specific time to find the two constants C1,A and C3,A once and
for all. This can be achieved with the help of the following considerations. The exact
equations for field fluctuations are Eqs. (4.33) and (4.34). By plotting all the terms
appearing in those equations, see Fig. 10, one can see that it is a good approximation
to assume that, on sub-Hubble scales, both field fluctuations behave as

δφ′′`,h,A + 2Hδφ′`,h,A +
[
k2 +m2

`,ha
2(η)

]
δφ`,h,A ' 0 , (5.68)

where all terms proportional to the Bardeen and to the decay constants Γhm, Γ`γ were
neglected. In fact, and this is going to play an important role in the following, one can
show that the approximation discussed above should be valid not only on sub-Hubble
scales, but also up to a time slightly after Hubble radius crossing. This is because,
until that time, the terms that we have neglected in Eqs. (4.33) and (4.34) remain
sub-dominant4.

4Note from Fig. 10 that this approximation seems better verified for the perturbations of the light
scalar field than the ones of the heavy one. And indeed one can see in Figs. 11 and 12 a better accuracy
of the analytical approximations for the light fluctuations than for the heavy ones for times after Hubble
crossing.
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(a) Light scalar field. The Bardeen contributions (red, purple and brown lines) remain sub-
dominant for the times represented here. This is because the light field is not driving inflation
and therefore the component of the Bardeen along the oscillator A = `, Φ`, is negligible until the
transition time Ntrans −Nend = −14.6 which happens dozens of e-folds after Hubble crossing.
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(b) Heavy scalar field. Because the heavy scalar field is driving inflation, the Bardeen contribu-
tions can matter. On sub-Hubble scales, both the Bardeen contributions ∝ m2

2 and to φ̇h (red
and purple lines) are small but not completely negligible towards Hubble crossing: neglecting
them is a source of small inaccuracy in this treatment. On super-Hubble scales, the Bardeen
contribution ∝ m2

2 (red line) becomes the dominant one and can not be neglected at all.

Figure 10: Real parts (the imaginary ones are similar) of the contributions to the
equations of motion of the perturbations of the light and heavy scalar fields, for the

modes that are initially aligned with the corresponding oscillator: δ̈φ
k
`,` (upper panel) and

δ̈φ
k
h,h (lower panel). The Hubble-crossing time for the mode k of interest is represented

by the vertical black line. Before and around Hubble crossing, the two dominant terms
are the Hubble friction ∝ H (blue line) and the quantum oscillations ∝ k2/a2 (orange
line). The mass term ∝ m2

2 (green line) comes as a third, small contribution around and
just after Hubble crossing. The decay terms (brown and pink lines) play a negligible
role in this regime. For the Bardeen contributions, see the corresponding captions.
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Eq. (5.68) can be rewritten if a way which is more suitable to discuss its solutions,
namely

f ′′`,h,A +

[
k2 − a′′

a
+m2

`,ha
2(η)

]
f`,h,A = 0, (5.69)

where one has defined δφ`,h,A(η) ≡ f`,h,A(η)/a(η). As expected, we obtain an equation
which is in fact similar to the equation of a test massive field in an expanding space-time.
Eq (5.69) should be solved with the following, Bunch-Davies, initial conditions

f`,A(ηini) =
1√
2k

δ`,A, fh,A(ηini) =
1√
2k

δh,A, (5.70)

f ′`,A(ηini) = −i
√
k

2
δ`,A, f ′h,A(ηini) = −i

√
k

2
δh,A, (5.71)

with, in principle, kηini → −∞. These conditions are such that, initially, each mode
function labeled by A only possesses a non-vanishing component along that direction.
Of course, this is equivalent to the initial conditions already discussed in Eq. (4.64) and
in the text after Eq. (4.70).

Let us now discuss the solutions of Eq. (5.69). If the physical wavelength of the
Fourier mode under consideration is much smaller than the Hubble radius, namely kη �
−1, then the two terms a′′/a and m2

`,ha
2(η) are negligible. In this regime, one does not

need to know the form of the scale factor explicitly in order to solve the equation. The
corresponding solution, satisfying the initial conditions (5.70) and (5.71) reads

f`,h,A(η) =
1√
2k

e−ik(η−ηini)δ`,h,A, (5.72)

where the symbol δ`,h,A means either δ`,A or δh,A depending of whether the mode func-
tions f`,A(η) or fh,A(η) are considered. Again, equivalent considerations have already
been presented around Eq. (4.64).

As the Universe expands, the physical wavelength of the Fourier mode increases
and the above solution ceases to be valid: around Hubble horizon crossing (in principle,
before since we deal with an equation valid on small scales only), namely k/(a∗H∗) =
1, the two terms mentioned before are indeed no longer negligible. In that case, in
order to solve Eq. (5.69) in this regime, the form of the scale factor is needed. Since
the background is undergoing inflation, this can be obtained by means of the slow-roll
approximation. At first order, a(η) ∝ a∗(η/η∗)

−1−ε1∗ , where ε1∗ is the first slow-roll
parameter (evaluated at Hubble radius crossing), which can also be expanded as a(η) '
−(H∗η)−1(1+ε1∗−ε1∗ ln η/η∗+ . . . ). This approximation for the scale factor is expected
to be valid only around Hubble radius crossing. Notice that, in the regime of validity of
Eq. (5.72), the background should also be inflationary and, as a consequence, the slow-
roll approximation should also be satisfied. However, if the number of e-folds separating
this epoch to the epoch of Hubble radius crossing is too large, the assumption that ε1
is always constant becomes questionable. In other words, one has two epochs where
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slow-roll is valid, each one having its own slow-roll parameter, ε1ini and ε1∗. Within each
regimes, the slow-roll parameter can indeed be considered constant but these constants
are a priori not the same in different epochs. With the scale factor given above, Eq (5.69)
takes the form

f ′′`,h,A +

[
k2 − 1

η2

(
2 + 3ε1∗ −

m2
`,h

H2
∗

)]
f`,h,A = 0. (5.73)

Notice that, in the present context, it is justified to go beyond a simple de Sitter approx-
imation (namely ε1∗ = 0). Indeed, it is well-known that this one is not very accurate
for a background which resembles Large Field Models (LFI) [12]. It would certainly be
better in a small field/Starobinsky (SFI/HI, see Ref. [12]) context where, to a very good
accuracy, the Hubble parameter remains constant. It is also interesting to remark that,
in order to have a better (more accurate) solution, what is needed is not to consider the
impact of the terms neglected in Eqs. (4.33) and (4.34), since, anyway, we showed before
that they remain negligible in the range of e-folds we are interested in. Rather a better
description of the evolution of the background is what matters in order to improve the
description of the system. Then, Eq (5.73) can be solved in terms of Bessel function

f`,h,A(η) = (−kη)1/2
[
A`,h,AH(1)

ν`,h
(−kη) +B`,h,AH(2)

ν`,h
(−kη)

]
, (5.74)

where ν`,h = 3/2 + ε1∗ − m2
`,h/(3H

2
∗ ) and H

(1,2)
ν are Hankel functions of the first and

second kind. The quantities A`,h,A and B`,h,A are integration constants.
The next step consists in making the junction between the solutions (5.72)

and (5.74) at a time ηj, where “j” stands for junction, which is such that ηini < ηj < η∗
(that is to say before Hubble radius crossing). Requiring the continuity of the mode
function and of its derivative, one finds

A`,h,A =
πz

1/2
j

4i

1√
2k

eizj+ikηini

[(
− 1

2zj
+
ν`,h
zj

+ i

)
H(2)
ν`,h

(zj)−H
(2)
ν`,h−1(zj)

]
δ`,h,A, (5.75)

B`,h,A = −
πz

1/2
j

4i

1√
2k

eizj+ikηini

[(
− 1

2zj
+
ν`,h
zj

+ i

)
H(1)
ν`,h

(zj)−H
(1)
ν`,h−1(zj)

]
δ`,h,A,

(5.76)

where zj ≡ −kηj. Since the matching time is chosen to be before Hubble radius crossing,
one has zj � 1 and the large argument limit of the Hankel functions can be used. As a
result, one obtains

A`,h,A '
1

2

√
π

k
eikηini+iπν`,h/2+iπ/4

[
1 +O

(
1

zj

)]
δ`,h,A, (5.77)

B`,h,A ' O
(

1

z2
j

)
δ`,h,A. (5.78)
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(a) Light scalar field.
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(b) Heavy scalar field.

Figure 11: Real parts (the imaginary ones are similar) of the fields’ perturbations δφ`,A
(upper panel) and δφh,A (lower panel), including the exact numerical solutions for the
different components A = `,h, γ,m (respectively blue, orange, red and green solid lines),
and the sub-Hubble, slow-roll analytic approximations “ana, sub” for the diagonal mode
functions δφ`,` and δφh,h (respectively blue and orange dashed lines). The analytical
approximations are extremely accurate, even though slightly better for the light field
than for the heavy one (note that the non-diagonal mode functions such as δφ`,h and
δφh,` are neglected in this treatment, which is indeed justified). The vertical black line
corresponds to the time of horizon crossing for the mode k represented in these plots.

It can be noticed that, in the limit zj → ∞, B`,h,A → 0. This case is formally identical
to the situation where the solution (5.74) is assumed to be valid all the way from ηini

to Hubble radius crossing and where the constants A`,h,A and B`,h,A are obtained by
requiring the function (5.74) to tend towards (5.72).

Using Eqs. (5.77) and (5.78), the solution around Hubble radius crossing for the
field fluctuation can be written as

a
3/2
ini δφ`,h,A(η) ' aini

a(η)
(−kη)1/2 1√

2k/aini

√
π

2
eiπ(ν+1/2)/2eikηiniH(1)

ν (−kη)δ`,h,A. (5.79)

Again, as explained above, although this expression is formally equivalent to the solution
that one would obtain assuming that (5.74) is valid from ηini to Hubble radius crossing
(since, formally, we took the limit zj → ∞), we emphasize that we will consider that
Eq. (5.79) describes the behavior of δφ`,h,A(η) only in the vicinity of Hubble radius
crossing. This will allow us to consider that ε1∗ and ε1ini are not necessary equal, which
leads to more accurate expressions.

The above solution is expressed in terms of conformal time. In order to make
the connection with numerical calculations, it is necessary to express it in terms of the
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(a) Light scalar field.
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(b) Heavy scalar field.

Figure 12: Same figures than the one represented in Fig. 11, but unzoomed until the
end of inflation (imaginary parts are similar). Clearly, the sub-Hubble approximations
become inaccurate after horizon crossing, for mainly two reasons. First, the diagonal
mode functions eventually become inaccurate. For the heavy field that is first driving
inflation, we have understood that the Bardeen contribution, neglected in the above
treatment, is actually not negligible and therefore results in the departure observed in
the right panel between the orange solid and dashed lines representing δφh,h. The same
phenomenon happens on the left panels for δφ`,` (departure between the blue solid and
dashed lines) after the light field begins to drive inflation. Secondly, the non-diagonal
mode functions cease to be negligible, in particular the mode function δφ`,h (orange line
in the left panel) receives an important contribution from the heavy field during the
transition between the two regimes of inflation. This is also true, although in a less
striking manner, for the other non-diagonal function δφh,` (blue line in the right panel).
It is crucial to understand this super-horizon interaction in order to model correctly
the physics of non-adiabatic perturbations in multi-field inflation. Clearly, it is not
encapsulated by the approximations made in this section, and it is the aim of Sec. 5.3.3
to address this question. Note that the oscillators A = γ,m of the scalar fields remain
negligible throughout the whole inflationary epoch.

number of e-folds. From the exact expression

dN = −Hd

(
1 + ε1
H

)
+
H
a

d
( ε1
H

)
, (5.80)

one obtains, at first order in slow-roll, dN ' −(1 + ε1)Hd(1/H) which can be integrated
to H = Hpe

(N−Np)/(1+ε1p) where “p” just denotes a peculiar time. Integrating this
relation leads to η = −(1+ε1p)/Hpe

−(N−Np)/(1+ε1p) where we have chosen an integration
constant to match the standard de Sitter limit. In the following, we will choose the initial
time to be the peculiar time for the first regime [namely the regime where the solution
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is given by Eq. (5.72)], meaning

kη = −(1 + ε1ini)
k

ainiHini
e−(N−Nini)/(1+ε1ini), (5.81)

and the Hubble radius crossing time for the second regime [namely the regime where the
solution is given by Eq. (5.74)] implying

kη = −(1 + ε1∗) e
−(N−N∗)/(1+ε1∗), (5.82)

where we have used k/(a∗H∗) = 1.
In Fig. 11, we have compared the exact, numerical, real parts of δφ`,h,A with the

analytical solution (5.79) from the initial time ηini to a time slightly after Hubble radius
crossing (indicated by the black solid vertical line). Evidently, the two solutions match
very well. It is especially interesting to remark that the analytical solution is still a
very good approximation even a few e-folds after Hubble radius crossing even if the
equation used is, in principle, only valid before Hubble radius crossing. In Fig. 12, we
have represented the same quantities but zoomed out. It shows the limitations of the
previous remark: one indeed notices that the agreement between the small-scale solution
and the exact one after Hubble radius crossing is only valid for a few e-folds. Then, as
expected, the two functions split. Moreover, note that the analytical approximation
neglects the mixing of perturbations: indeed δφ`,A ∝ δ`,A and δφh,A ∝ δφh,A.

Given the previous considerations, our final move will be to use the solution (5.79)
evaluated at a time slightly after Hubble radius crossing; in this regime we can consider
that −kη � 1 and one can take the small argument limit in the Hankel function. This
leads to the following expressions for the field fluctuations:

a
3/2
ini δφ`,h,A(N) = H

−1/2
ini

H∗
Hini

(
k

ainiHini

)−3/2

exp

[
−
m2
`,h

3H2
∗

(N −N∗)
]
F(ν`,h)δ`,h,A ,

(5.83)

with

F(ν) =
2ν−1

√
π

Γ(ν)(1 + ε∗)
1/2−νei[

π
2

(ν−1/2)+kηini] . (5.84)

We see that the mode functions still possess a mild time dependence because of the
exponential term [m2

`,h/(3H
2
∗ ) is a small factor]. This dependence vanishes in the limit of

mass-less fields. This makes sense because, in this limit, on large scales, f`,h,A(η) ∝ a(η)
and, as a consequence, δφ`,h,A(η) = f`,h,A(η)/a(η) is frozen.

Finally, in order to be in a position where the constants C1,A and C3,A can be
calculated according to Eqs. (5.66) and (5.67), we also need to evaluate the quantities
V`,h and ∂V`,h/∂φ`,h. Since we need to calculate those quantities just after Hubble
horizon crossing and since this happens in the epoch dominated by the heavy field, φ`
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and φh (and H as well as the first slow-roll parameter) can be replaced with their slow-
roll trajectory during the epoch dominated by the heavy field. First, using Eqs. (5.66)
and (5.67), one arrives at

C1,A(Nm) =− H
−1/2
ini

2M2
Pl

H∗
Hini

(
k

ainiHini

)−3/2
[
φ`(Nm)e

− m2
`

3H2∗
(Nm−N∗)F(ν`)δ`,A

+ φh(Nm)e
− m2

h
3H2∗

(Nm−N∗)F(νh)δh,A

]
, (5.85)

C3,A(Nm) =
3H
−1/2
ini

2

H∗
Hini

(
k

ainiHini

)−3/2
[
F(ν`)δ`,A
m2
`φ`(Nm)

e
− m2

`
3H2∗

(Nm−N∗)

− F(νh)δh,A

m2
hφh(Nm)

e
− m2

h
3H2∗

(Nm−N∗)
]
. (5.86)

In the above expressions, Nm should be understood as the e-fold number at which the
coefficient C1,A is calculated. As already discussed before, Nm should be chosen such
that it corresponds to a time slightly after Hubble crossing time. In the following,
we use the fiducial parameters already considered before, namely m` = 10−5MPl and
mh = 5 × 10−5MPl with the initial conditions φ`|ini = 8MPl, φh|ini = 12MPl. We recall
that this implies that Hini ' 2.5 × 10−4MPl and ε1ini ' 0.01388. We take the e-fold
number at which we evaluate the constants C1,A and C3,A to be 3 e-folds after the Hubble
radius crossing, namely Nm−Nini ∼ 7.67 given that N∗−Nini ∼ 4.67. Then, we can make
use of the slow-roll approximation to evaluate the other quantities. We take φ`(Nm) '
φ`|ini = 8MPl, see Eq. (5.26) and φh(Nm) =

√
φ2

h|ini − 4M2
Pl(Nm −Nini) ' 10.64MPl, see

Eq. (5.28). Given that Hubble radius crossing occurs during the phase dominated by the
heavy, we can consider that ε1 = 2M2

Pl/φ
2
h, see the arguments presented after Eq. (5.12),

implying ε1∗ ' 0.0159. We also have, see Eq. (5.29), H2 = H2
ini − 2m2

h(N − Nini)/3,
which means H∗ ' 0.00228MPl. From these numerical values, it follows that ν` ' 1.515
and νh ' 1.500. Using these numbers, we analytically find the values of C1,A and C3,A

collected in the column “Analytic” of Table 1, which should be compared to the exact,
numerical values in column “Numeric”; the relative errors between those estimates are
summarized in the last column “Relative error”.

Therefore, we have obtained accurate (except, maybe, for the imaginary part of
C1,h), analytical, expressions for the constants C1,A and C3,A which allow us to follow
the perturbations during inflation on large scales. In particular, note the interesting
ratio between the constants C1,A and C3,A:

C3,`

C1,`
= − 3M2

Pl

2V`

∣∣∣∣
Nm

,
C3,h

C1,h
=

3M2
Pl

2Vh

∣∣∣∣
Nm

. (5.87)

Finally, let us mention that other expressions of the two constants C1 and C3 (the
“standard” expressions that have been used in the literature so far) will be obtained in
Sec. 6.
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Quantity / Value Numeric Analytic Relative error

<eC1,` −0.122 −0.124 1.4%

=C1,` −0.112 −0.113 0.9%

<eC1,h −0.159 −0.159 < 0.1%

=C1,h −0.157 −0.138 12.1%

<eC3,`M
2
Pl × 10−7 5.77 5.79 0.3%

=C3,`M
2
Pl × 10−7 5.26 5.27 0.1%

<eC3,hM
2
Pl × 10−7 −0.158 −0.169 7.2%

=C3,hM
2
Pl × 10−7 −0.142 −0.146 3.1%

Table 1: Analytical predictions versus exact numerical results for the constants C1,3,A

evaluated at the matching time Nm = N∗(k)+3, where N∗(k) corresponds to the time of
Hubble crossing for the mode k under investigation. These values are only very mildly
dependent on the exact choice of Nm. The relative error = |analytic−numeric|/|numeric|
is also displayed.

5.3.3 Large scale solutions during inflation

Having determined the constants C1,A and C3,A, we now have a complete knowledge of
the solutions (5.56), (5.57) and (5.58). This also gives the adiabatic part of curvature
perturbations, see Eq. (5.60) and, moreover, using the relations between C1,A and C3,A,
see Eq. (5.87), the non-adiabatic parts of curvature perturbations can be re-written as

ζnad
`,` = −C1,`

Vh

V`|Nm

[
1− 2V`

9V

m2
`

H2
(R2 − 1)

]
, (5.88)

ζnad
`,h = C1,h

Vh

Vh|Nm

[
1− 2V`

9V

m2
`

H2
(R2 − 1)

]
, (5.89)

ζnad
h,h = −C1,h

V`
Vh|Nm

[
1 +

2Vh

9V

m2
`

H2
(R2 − 1)

]
, (5.90)

ζnad
h,` = C1,`

V`
V`|Nm

[
1 +

2Vh

9V

m2
`

H2
(R2 − 1)

]
. (5.91)

In Fig. 13a, we have represented the exact (numerical) real parts of ζ`,A together
with their (super-Hubble) analytical expression, ζ`,A = ζad

`,A+ζnad
`,A = −C1,A+ζnad

`,A , where

we have used Eq. (5.60) and where ζnad
`,A are given by Eqs. (5.88) and (5.89). We see

that, after Hubble radius crossing, the analytical and numerical curves match very well,
thus confirming that our analytical approximations are very good. In Fig. 13b, we have
again represented the analytical ζ`,` and ζ`,h but we have split these quantities into their
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adiabatic and non-adiabatic components. We see that ζ`,` is initially dominated by its
non adiabatic part, ζ`,` ' ζnad

`,` , which makes sense since, prior to the heavy field decay,
one has Vh � V`|Nm , see Eq. (5.88). After the decay, the non-adiabatic part strongly
decreases and the adiabatic part takes over, ζ`,` ' ζad

`,` . For ζ`,h, initially, there is no clear
hierarchy between the adiabatic and non-adiabatic contributions [see Eq. (5.89) where
the overall amplitude of ζnad

`,h is proportional to Vh/Vh|Nm ] but, after the decay of the

heavy field, the adiabatic component largely dominates and ζ`,h ' ζad
`,h.

In Fig. 14a, we have plotted the numerical and analytical (super-Hubble) real parts
of ζh,A. We see that, after Hubble radius crossing, both types of solution match well,
the agreement being much better for the component ζh,h than for ζh,`. After the decay
of the heavy field, both exact components start to oscillate while the analytical ζh,h and
ζh,` continue to monotonically evolve. We think that those oscillations are numerical
artifacts: during the oscillations of the heavy field, there are exact cancellations of
δρh/ρh that are not exactly reproduced at the numerical level and, therefore, result
in these oscillations. In Fig. 14b, we have represented the real parts of the analytical
components ζh,` and ζh,h as well as their adiabatic and non-adiabatic contributions.
Before the heavy field’s decay, ζad

h,` and ζnad
h,` are constant and almost equal. After the

decay, the non-adiabatic part starts to decrease and we are left with ζh,` ∼ ζad
h,`. For

ζh,h, the non-adiabatic part is always subdominant (and is constant before the decay
and then decreases) and, as a consequence, we always have ζh,h ∼ ζad

h,h.
Finally, in Fig. 15, we have represented the exact solutions for the real parts of

the non-adiabatic perturbations during inflation, S`h,A, compared to their analytical
approximations given by Eq. (5.65). Again, after Hubble radius crossing, we observe
a very good agreement between the two. After the heavy field’s decay, the numerical
solutions start to oscillate for the same reason as given above.

We conclude this section by stating that, during inflation and on super-Hubble
scales, we have a good analytical control on the behavior of the various individual cur-
vature perturbation components.

5.3.4 Matching to the radiation-dominated era

We are now in a position where we can turn to one of the main questions studied in this
paper, namely the calculation of non-adiabatic perturbations in the post-inflationary
Universe. Clearly this requires another matching, this time between quantities defined
in the inflationary phase and quantities defined in the radiation-dominated era. Since
our assumption is that the heavy field decays in pressure-less matter and the light field
in radiation, the fundamental property used in order to relate inflationary and post-
inflationary quantities will be the continuity of the corresponding (individual) curvature
perturbations at the time of decay. This fact simply follows from the continuity of the
various physical quantities through the decay of the scalar fields in perfect fluids; for
example ρ(tdecay,h) = ρh(t−decay,h) + ρother(t

−
decay,h) = ρm(t+decay,h) + ρother(t

+
decay,h) implies

that ρh(t−decay,h) = ρm(t+decay,h), and similar relations hold for the first derivative of the
energy densities, as well as for the energy density and velocity perturbations. Concretely,
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(a) Clearly, both the diagonal mode function ζ`,` and the non-diagonal one ζ`,h are now accurately
described on super-Hubble scales by the formulas inferred from Eqs. (5.57)–(5.58). (there is of
course a residual error, see the inset, that will be quantified in the final result).
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(b) The non-adiabatic components of the light field’s curvature perturbations are non-negligible
only until the decay of the heavy field, after which adiabatic components largely dominate.

Figure 13: Real parts (imaginary ones are similar) of the light field’s curvature per-
turbations ζ`,` and ζ`,h during inflation (respectively blue and orange solid lines in the
upper panel), and comparison with analytical approximations on super-Hubble scales
“ana, sup” (respectively blue and orange dashed lines in both panels) including their
decomposition into their adiabatic parts ζad

`,A (respectively blue and orange dotted lines

in lower panel) defined in Eq. (5.60) and non-adiabatic ones ζnad
`,A (respectively blue and

orange dotted-dashed lines in lower panel) defined in Eq. (5.64). The vertical black line
corresponds to the time of horizon crossing for the mode k of interest, and the vertical
gray one to the time of decay of the heavy field, after which the light field drives inflation.
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(a) Both the non-diagonal mode function ζh,` and the diagonal one ζh,h are now accurately de-
scribed (there is of course a residual error, see the inset, that will be quantified in the final result).
The sharp oscillations correspond to a numerical artifact (see how the analytical approximation
follows accurately the envelop of these oscillations).
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(b) The non-adiabatic component plays an important role for the curvature perturbation ζh,` even
at the decay of the heavy field. This will be the main source of final non-adiabatic perturbations.

Figure 14: Real parts (imaginary ones are similar) of the heavy field’s curvature per-
turbations ζh,` and ζh,h during inflation (respectively blue and orange solid lines in the
upper panel), and comparison with analytical approximations on super-Hubble scales
“ana, sup” (respectively blue and orange dashed lines in both panels) including their
decomposition into their adiabatic parts ζad

h,A (respectively blue and orange dotted lines)

defined in a way similar to Eq. (5.60) and non-adiabatic ones ζnad
h,A (respectively blue and

orange dotted-dashed lines) defined in a way similar to Eq. (5.64).
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Figure 15: Real parts (the imaginary ones are similar) of the non-adiabatic fluctuations
S`h,` and S`h,h, including the exact numerical solutions (respectively blue and orange
solid lines) and their analytical approximations on super-Hubble scales “ana, sup” (re-
spectively blue and orange dashed lines). The approximations are again very accurate,
at least until the time of decay for the heavy field from which any way the non-adiabatic
component is transferred to the “real” cosmological fluids as we will see in the following.

this means that, after the decays,

ζm,A = ζh,A(tdecay,h), ζγ,A = ζ`,A(tdecay,`), (5.92)

and, using Eq. (3.29), it follows that

Smγ,A = 3 [ζh,A(tdecay,h)− ζ`,A(tdecay,`)] . (5.93)

In Fig. 16, we have represented the evolution, during and after inflation, of matter and
radiation curvature perturbations in order to check the conditions (5.92). In Fig. 16a,
we have represented the real parts of ζm,` and ζm,h as functions of the number of e-
folds during inflation. The two horizontal dotted blue and orange lines corresponds to
the values of ζm,` and ζm,h (respectively) at the time of the heavy field decay. We see
that, after this time (and, for ζm,h, it is even already true since just after Hubble radius
crossing), we indeed have ζm,`(N)→ ζana,sup

h,` (Ndecay,h) and ζm,h(N)→ ζana,sup
h,h (Ndecay,h).

We also notice that the agreement is better for the second limit than for the first one. In
Fig. 16b, we have plotted the real parts of ζγ,` and ζγ,h and studied how they tend towards
ζana,sup
`,` (Ndecay,`) and ζana,sup

`,h (Ndecay,`), respectively. As can be seen in the figures (and in
the insets), these limits are well-verified. We conclude that Fig. 16 validate Eqs. (5.92).

In order to calculate the inflationary curvature perturbations, ζh,A and ζ`,A,
we make use of Eqs. (5.88), (5.89), (5.90) and (5.91). A first remark is that the
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(a) Matter fluid
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(b) Radiation fluid

Figure 16: Real parts (the imaginary ones are similar) of the fluids’ curvature fluctua-
tions ζ(α),A and their analytical approximations valid after the decay of the corresponding
scalar field, as given by Eq. (5.92). The asymptotic solutions for the fluid’s curvature
perturbations in the radiation era are very accurate again (there is of course a residual
error, see the inset, that will be quantified in the final result). Upper panel: ζm,` and
ζm,h and their analytical approximations ζana,sup

h,A (Ndecay,h) (respectively blue and orange
dashed lines). Lower panel: ζγ,` and ζγ,h (respectively blue and orange solid lines) and
their analytical approximations ζana,sup

`,A (Ndecay,`) (respectively blue and orange dashed
lines).
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Figure 17: Real parts (the imaginary ones are similar) of the non-adiabatic fluid’s
fluctuations Smγ,` and Smγ,h (respectively blue and orange solid lines) and their ana-
lytical approximations valid after the decay of the heavy and respectively light fields
(respectively blue and orange dashed lines). The asymptotic solutions for the fluid’s
non-adiabatic perturbations in the radiation era are very accurate again, and the resid-
ual errors of ∼ 5% for the component A = ` and visible in the inset, correspond to the
ones of the final result. Note that the small drop around N − Nend = 2.7 (only visible
by eye in a logarithmic scale and for the smallest component A = h) is a numerical ar-
tifact due to the fact that the heavy field is abandoned from the numerical evolution at
that time because its tiny oscillations are computationally expensive to follow (we have
checked that by changing the time at which the heavy field is abandoned, the position
and the height of the drop changes accordingly, but always remains negligible).

quantities ζnad
`,` (tdecay,`) and ζnad

`,h (tdecay,`) are proportional to Vh|Ndecay,`
/V`|Nm and

Vh|Ndecay,`
/Vh|Nm , respectively, see Eqs. (5.88), and (5.89), which implies that they are

in fact sub-dominant quantities since, by the time of the light field decay, the contribu-
tion of the heavy field is highly suppressed. This can be easily checked by inspection of
Figs. 13 and 14. Indeed, if one compares Fig. 13a and 14a (in particular the insets), we
notice that the quantities ζ`,`, ζ`,h, ζh,` and ζh,h are, very roughly speaking, all of the
same order of magnitude at the end of inflation. However, what matters are in fact the
non-adiabatic components since, by definition, the adiabatic ones cancel out in the ex-
pression of Smγ ; and if one now looks at Figs. 13b and 14b, we notice that there is a clear
hierarchy between the quantities ζnad

`,` , ζnad
`,h on one hand and ζnad

h,` , ζnad
h,h one the other

hand, namely ζnad
h,` , ζ

nad
h,h � ζnad

`,` , ζ
nad
`,h . As a consequence, ζnad

`,` , ζ
nad
`,h can be neglected in

Eq. (5.93) which, therefore, reduces to the following expression

Smγ,A ' 3δA,`ζ
nad
h,` (Ndecay,h) + 3δA,hζ

nad
h,h (Ndecay,h) . (5.94)

– 72 –



We see that the non-adiabatic perturbations in the post-inflationary Universe is in fact
completely determined by what happens at the time of decay of the heavy field.

Then, in order to calculate ζnad
h,` and ζnad

h,h , we use Eqs. (5.90) and (5.91). Since
the decay of the heavy field happens during the phase of inflation dominated by the
light field, the slow-roll approximation for the background can be used, which leads to
the following results: φ2

` ' 4M2
Pl(Nend − N) and Vh/V � 1. As a consequence, from

Eqs. (5.90) and (5.91), one obtains

Smγ,` ' C1`
12M2

Pl

φ2
`,ini

(Nend −Ndecay,h) , (5.95)

Smγ,h ' −C1h
1

R2

12M2
Pl

φ2
h(Nm)

(Nend −Ndecay,h) . (5.96)

In Fig. 17, we have represented the real part of Smγ,A as a function of the number of
e-folds compared to the numerical estimates given by Eqs. (5.95) and (5.96). We see
that, after the decay of the heavy field, the numerical exact curves freeze out to a value
which match well the analytical approximations.

Then, we calculate the non-adiabatic power spectrum of Smγ , PSmγ , which involves
the different components of Smγ,A. It can be expressed as

PSmγ ∝ |Smγ,`|2 + |Smγ,h|2 ' |Smγ,`|2


1 +

∣∣∣∣
C1,h

C1,`

∣∣∣∣
2 1

R4

[
φ2
`,ini

φh(Nm)

]4


 . (5.97)

From Eqs. (5.95), (5.96) and (5.97), we see that the crucial quantity that needs to
be calculated in order to evaluate the amplitude of the non-adiabatic perturbations is
Ndecay,h or Nend −Ndecay,h. As discussed in Sec. 5.2.4, the decay time of the heavy field
is the time before which the amount of cold dark matter should be negligible, and after
which the heavy field should be negligible. Therefore, in Sec. 5.2.4, this time was taken
to be ρh(Ndecay,h) = ρm(Ndecay,h). In this paper, given the importance of calculating
Ndecay,h, we have developed different methods to estimate it. First, there are of course
numerical calculations leading to a semi-analytical determination of PSmγ , namely PSmγ

is found analytically according to Eq. (5.97) but, in this equation, Ndecay,h is evaluated
numerically. A second way is to use the simple considerations presented in Sec. 5.2.4,
which leads to Eq. (5.45). Finally, we have also worked out a more precise approach
in Appendix A, based on the WKB approach, which leads to a third estimate of the
non-adiabatic perturbations. These results are summarized in Table. 2. We see that the
first method leads to an error of ∼ 10%, the WKB-based one to an error of ∼ 20% and,
finally, the estimate of Eq. (5.45) to a ∼ 50% error. In the case of the first method,
since Ndecay,h is calculated exactly, the 10% error originates from the condition (5.92).
Since it is difficult to see how other analytical approximations could be designed, it
represents, to some extent, the incompressible error of any analytical approach. Note
that these numbers apply to the set of parameters (R = 5,Γhm = 10−5MPl) that was
studied in detail in this section. In Sec. 6, we explore other values of these parameters for
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Quantity
/ Value

Numeric
Analytic(
Ndecay,h

) error
Analytic(
NWKB

decay,h

) error
Analytic(
Nana,sd

decay,h

) error

<eSmγ,` −0.269 −0.251 6.5% −0.241 10.5% −0.195 27.4%

=Smγ,` −0.245 −0.229 6.6% −0.219 10.6% −0.177 27.5%

<eSmγ,h×103 7.35 7.29 0.9% 6.98 5.1% 5.66 23.1%

=Smγ,h × 103 6.60 6.33 4.2% 6.06 8.3% 4.91 25.7%

PSmγ 0.132 0.116 12.7% 0.106 20.0% 0.070 47.4%

Table 2: Numerical results versus analytical approximations following different treat-
ments to find the time of decay of the heavy field, for the non-adiabatic fluctuations
Smγ,A and its power spectrum PSmγ = |Smγ,`|2 + |Smγ,h|2 at the end of reheating and
beginning of the radiation-domination era. The analytical approximations crucially de-
pend on the value of the time of the decay for the heavy field, so three possibilities are
shown: Ndecay,h = −10.81 for the value from the numerical evolution of the background,
NWKB

decay,h = −10.35 for the analytical treatment with the WKB approximation presented

in the App. A (see Fig. 22) and Nana,sd
decay,h = −8.39 with the simple analytical treatment

that was shown in Sec. 5.2.4 not to be very precise (see Fig. 3).

which the analytical approach may be less precise, in which case the numerical resolution
appears to be the only reliable method to accurately predict the amount of non-adiabatic
perturbations at the end of inflation.

6 Comparison with the standard approach

In this section, we compare our (numerical and analytical) calculations of the non-
adiabatic perturbations to the calculations of Refs. [15, 16] and Ref. [17], which also
derive an analytical formula for PSmγ in the double inflation scenario.

Before carrying out this comparison, we first recall, very briefly, how the results of
Refs. [15, 16] and Ref. [17] are obtained. Since the details of reheating and of the decay
process are neglected in those references, each fluid is always individually conserved and
the amplitude of the non-adiabatic modes can be defined by Eq. (3.30), namely

Smγ =
δρm

ρm
− 3

4

δργ
ργ
' δρm

ρm
, (6.1)

where the last expression is again the fact, discussed in the previous section, that the
amplitude of the non-adiabatic perturbation is dominated by what happens at the heavy
field decay. The question is then to relate δρm/ρm to δρh/ρh. In the literature, δφh/φh

is taken to be constant during the oscillations of the heavy field (because δφh and φh

obey the same equation of motion in this regime) which covers the phase between the
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heavy field decay and the end of inflation. At the end of inflation, one can thus write

δρm

ρm
∼ δρh

ρh
∼ 2

δφh

φh
, (6.2)

which comes from the continuity of energy density and ρh ∼ m2
h〈φh〉2/2.

Then, our next goal is to make the connection between the previous considerations
and the super Hubble slow-roll solution given by Eq. (5.58), which can be written as

δφh =
C1

H
φ̇h + 2HC3

V`
V` + Vh

φ̇h = −2C1
M2

Pl

φh

Vh

Vh + V`
− 2

3
C3
∂Vh

∂φh

V`
Vh + V`

. (6.3)

From this expression, we conclude that, if the light field dominates (V` � Vh), then the
first branch of the solution ∝ C1 can be ignored and one has

δφh

φh
' −2

3
C3m

2
h. (6.4)

As a consequence, the quantity δφh/φh also remains constant once the light field has
started to dominate, which occurs slightly before the decay of the heavy field (if one
can really define a time of decay for the heavy field, see the discussion in the previous
sections). In some sense, these considerations allow us to fix the value of the constant
δφh/φh at the end of inflation in Eq. (6.2) and one can write

Smγ '
δρm

ρm
' −4

3
m2

hC3. (6.5)

One recovers the fact that non-adiabatic perturbations solely depend on the constant
C3.

Then, the constant C3 is evaluated with the help of Eq. (5.67). In this formula, the
quantities δφ` and δφh are written

δφ` =
H∗√
2k3

e`, δφh =
H∗√
2k3

eh, (6.6)

where we recall that H∗ denotes the value of the Hubble parameter at horizon cross-
ing and ei (i = `,h) are classical random Gaussian processes with 〈ei(k)〉 = 0 and
〈ei(k)e∗j (k

′)〉 = δijδ(k − k′). It follows that Eq. (5.67) can be re-written as

Smγ =

√
2

k3
H∗

(
eh

φh
−R2 e`

φ`

)
. (6.7)

As a consequence, using Eqs. (5.16), (5.18) and (5.21), one arrives at

PSmγ = |Smγ |2 =
1

3k3

m2
`

M2
Pl

[
1 + (R2 − 1) sin2 θ∗

]( 1

sin2 θ∗
+

R4

cos2 θ∗

)
, (6.8)

an equation that should be compared to Eq. (5.97). Numerically, this equation gives (we
use θ∗ = 0.962 from N∗ = 4.67 determined numerically and −N∗ + Nend ' C/cos2θ∗)
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PSmγ = 0.072, to be compared with the numerical result PSmγ = 0.132 and the analytical
approximations presented in this work: the relative error found with Eq. (6.8) is 45.5%,

which is comparable to our worst analytical estimate with Nana,sd
decay,h, see Table. 2.

Therefore, we conclude that modeling the reheating mechanism is crucial in order
to get an accurate prediction for non-adiabatic perturbations after the end of multi-field
inflation, in the post-inflationary Universe. Ignoring the details of reheating can indeed
lead to an error as big as ∼ 50% (or worse for some other values of the parameters, see
below)

It is also interesting to compare the amplitude of adiabatic and non-adiabatic per-
turbations. In the radiation-dominated era, we have ζγ ' ζad

` = −C1, see Eq. (5.60).
Using Eq. (5.66), one has

ζγ =
1

2M2
Pl

H∗√
2k3

(φheh + φ`e`) , (6.9)

from which we deduce

Pζγ =
C2

3k3

m2
`

M2
Pl

[
1 + (R2 − 1) sin2 θ∗

] (tan θ∗)
4/(R2−1)

cos4 θ∗
. (6.10)

It follows, using the expression (5.27) of the constant C, that the non-adiabatic to
adiabatic power spectrum ratio can be expressed as

PSmγ

Pζγ
=

16M4
Pl

φ4
` |ini

(tan θ∗)
4/(1−R2)

(
cos4 θ∗

sin2 θ∗
+R4 cos2 θ∗

)
. (6.11)

For our fiducial parameters used above (leading to θ∗ ' 0.962), one finds PSmγ/Pζγ '
0.75. This should be compared to our results, PSmγ/Pζγ ' 1.65 numerically and
PSmγ/Pζγ ' (1.60, 1.46, 0.96) analytically with the three possible choices of Ndecay,h as
explained in Sec. 5.3.4. Notice that the precision on the non-adiabatic power spectrum
to adiabatic power spectrum ratio seems better than the numbers quoted in Tables. 1
and 2 (for instance, it is 3% with an exact Ndecay,h). This is due to the fact that both
quantities are underestimated and, as a consequence, the error in their ratio is smaller
than the error in each of them.

In Fig. 18, we have represented the ratio PSmγ/Pζγ versus R, for a fixed Γhm (taken
at its fiducial value Γhm = 1.0×10−5MPl ) and versus Γhm for a fixed R (also taken at its
fiducial value R = 5) for three cases: the blue curve corresponds to the exact (numerical)
result, the orange curve corresponds to the semi-analytical result obtained in this paper
and the green curve is obtained from Eq. (6.11). In panel (a), we see that our semi-
analytical result reproduces well the exact result while the standard formulation poorly
performs, especially for R & 8. The two drops that can be seen on the orange curve are
due to the way Ndecay,h is calculated. Ndecay,h is obtained by determining when ρh and
ρm intersects. Since these two quantities oscillate in this regime, the intersection can
occur around one specific oscillation and then, suddenly, when the value of R changes,
jumps to another oscillation resulting in the behavior observed in Fig. 18. In panel
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Figure 18: Ratio PSmγ/Pζγ as a function of the parameter R, panel (a), and as a
function of the parameter Γhm (in MPl units), panel (b). The blue line represents the
exact result, obtained by means of numerical calculations. The orange line corresponds
to the analytical approach developed in this paper with Ndecay,h determined numerically.
Finally, the green line corresponds to the standard formulation, see Eq. (6.11).
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(b) Analytical (approximated) result.

Figure 19: Contour levels of the ratio PSmγ/Pζγ as a function of R and Γhm (in MPl

units). The figure in the left panel is obtained by numerical calculations and is the results
of 10000 simulations (namely 100 values for R and 100 values for Γhm). The right panel
is obtained by means of the analytical approximations discussed in this work.

(b), we notice that the agreement between the exact and analytical results (blue and
orange lines) is still quite good but, admittedly, less good than in panel (a). On the
other hand, the standard formula (green line) still poorly performs. Notice that the
latter is almost independent of Γhm, a slight dependence being nevertheless present
through the value of θ∗. We also remark that the agreement between the numerical
and analytical results deteriorates when Γhm increases compared to our fiducial value
Γhm = 1.0 × 10−5MPl. However, when this is the case, one enters a regime where,
in the Klein-Gordon equation, the contribution of the term proportional to Γhm is no
longer negligible compared to Hini at the onset of inflation. This means that we are in
a situation which is reminiscent of warm inflation where the considerations presented in
this work are no longer valid. Moreover, although the departure is less visible, it seems
also that the analytical approximation is less accurate when Γhm decreases too much.
But again, this can be understood: if Γhm is very small, then the instantaneous decay
approximation for the heavy field is even less justified, and even though one can still
define the time Ndecay,h as the time when ρh = ρm, it becomes less relevant to use it as a
particularly interesting time. This shows once more that, in the general case, the system
should be solved numerically in order to derive reliable predictions for the cosmological
observables.

In Fig. 19, we present a comparison of the ratios PSmγ/Pζγ , as a function of the
parameters R and Γhm, obtained numerically and analytically. This confirms that our
analytical approximations correctly reproduce the exact results, especially for R . 7.
For larger values of R, the agreement is less good and we observe a complicated structure
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in parameter space. As already mentioned above, this structure is due to difficulties in
handling Ndecay,h. This structure is the two-dimensional manifestation of the drops ob-
served in the orange line in Fig. 18, panel (a). Fig. 19 also confirms that the dependence
of PSmγ/Pζγ is stronger in the R-direction than in the Γhm, a property which can also
be noticed in Fig. 18. However, numerical calculations indicate that this dependence is
less flat than suggested by analytical approximations.

We conclude by stressing again that a detailed modeling of the reheating epoch
can affect the predictions of multi-field scenarios and in a regime in which non-adiabatic
perturbations represent a non-negligible fraction of the adiabatic ones.

7 Conclusions

In multi-field inflation, because curvature perturbations are not necessarily conserved on
large scales, one expects the predictions of a model to depend on what happens during
reheating, and the main goal of this article was to investigate whether this effect can
indeed be relevant. Moreover, beyond being a question of principle, this issue is also
important, and timely, because future, high-accuracy, experiments could maybe, open
up a new window on the micro-physics of inflation.

In order to carry out the aforementioned task at the practical level, we have in-
troduced a detailed description of reheating which explicitly takes into account the in-
teractions between the inflaton fields and their decay products. As an illustration of a
property that can be affected by the physical processes at play during reheating, we have
chosen to consider the amplitude of non-adiabatic perturbations in the post-inflationary
Universe.

We have then developed new numerical codes, and new analytical techniques, al-
lowing us to track the behavior of the perturbations throughout reheating. Concretely,
these tools were used in the context of a specific model, namely double inflation.

The main result of this study is that, indeed, in the context of multi-field inflation,
the predictions can be quite sensitive to the details of what is going on during reheating.
In the case studied here, we have estimated that different modelings of the reheating
phase can result in predictions that differ by almost ∼ 50%. Of course, this number is
to be taken with a grain of salt given that it was obtained for a particular model and for
a particular observable. However, we think it illustrates well the main conclusion of this
article. Another conclusion is that it is possible to develop analytical techniques which
can reasonably approximate the exact calculations, at the ∼ 10% level. However, for a
more realistic and, therefore, more complicated model (with, for instance, potential and
kinetic interactions between the inflaton fields, more complicated potentials, more decay
channels . . . ), it is very likely that no analytical approach will be able to reach a good
level of accuracy. In this respect, the codes that we have developed for this paper should
be very useful for future investigations in multi-field inflation.

As a final remark, let us notice that it would be interesting to test the robustness of
the above mentioned lessons by exploring whether other effects in double inflation, new
models and/or new observables are also dependent on the details of reheating at the level
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found before. For instance, one possibility would be that the inflaton fields decay in other
scalar fields rather than in perfect fluids. For example, the light field could decay into the

field χ with −Lmatter = (∂χ)2/2 +V (χ) and V (χ) ∝ exp
[
−
√

3(1 + w) χ/MPl

]
, where w

is a free parameter [94]. This potential is used in the model of power-law inflation. An
important feature of this model is that the equation of state of χ is constant and given
by w (hence the name). In the context of power-law inflation, w is chosen sufficiently
close to minus one which makes the potential very flat as required for an inflationary
model. However, if w = 1/3, and, therefore, if the potential is rather steep, then when
the inflaton fields have decayed away and the energy budget of the Universe is dominated
by the field χ, a radiation-dominated epoch starts. In other words, a field χ with the
above potential provides an example of a microscopic description of radiation. Then, the
interaction between χ and the inflaton field could typically be taken as −Lint = σφ`χ

2,
where σ is a constant of dimension one. This Lagrangian describes the decay of one
“φ`- particle” into two “χ-particles”. This represents an interesting example where the
Lagrangian (5.1) is entirely explicit. Then, the calculations of the present article could be
carried out again with this new model in order to see if similar conclusions are reached.
We hope to return to these questions soon.
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A Background evolution at heavy field decay

In this appendix, we consider again the problem of modeling the behavior of the back-
ground around the decay time of the heavy field. This question was already treated in
Sec. 5.2.4 and our aim in this appendix is to improve this treatment. Here, we study
in detail the behavior of the system when the heavy field leaves the slow-roll regime
and starts to oscillate and to decay. As argued before, see Sec. 5.3.4, this is important
because tracking what happens to the background in this regime with good accuracy
turns out to be crucial in order to predict the level of non-adiabatic perturbations that
remains after the end of inflation.

A.1 Time-dependent frequency

Since we know that the heavy field decays and oscillates, as it was already done in
Sec. 5.2.4, it is especially convenient to write this quantity as

φh(t) = φh,p

(ap

a

)3/2
e−Γhm(t−tp)/4 gh(t), (A.1)

with “p” meaning evaluated at a particular time. The quantity φh,p is the vacuum
expectation value of the heavy field at this particular time. This particular time will
be specified soon. Eq. (A.1) defines the new function gh(t). Then, using Eq. (5.7), it is
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Figure 20: Squared pulsation ω2
h, defined in Eq. (A.3), versus number of e-folds: exact

numerical result (blue line), quadratic approximation ω2
h,ana,quad (orange line) given by

Eq. (A.7) and that becomes roughly valid after the time represented by the orange
vertical dashed line, and linear approximation ω2

h,ana,lin (green line) given by Eq. (A.13)
and that is roughly valid until the time represented by the green vertical dashed line.
Both approximations are faithful in the time domain between the two vertical dashed
lines, which also coincides roughly with the time at which the WKB solution becomes
correct (see the next figure).

straightforward to show that gh(t) obeys the equation [see also Eqs. (5.40) and (5.41)
where these quantities were already discussed in the main text],

g̈h(t) + ω2
h(t)gh(t) = 0, (A.2)

with

ω2
h(t) = m2

h

(
1− 3

2
ε1
H2

m2
h

− 9

4

H2

m2
h

− 1

16

Γ2
hm

m2
h

− 3

4

H

mh

Γhm

mh

)
. (A.3)

This effective frequency is represented in Fig. 20 (blue solid line). Analytically, viewed as
a function of cosmic time, the explicit form of ω2

h(t) is complicated and, as a consequence,
Eq. (A.2) cannot be integrated exactly. We see that, at the beginning of inflation, ω2

h(t)
is negative, vanishes at a time that we denote in the following by tosc, which is a turning
point, and then becomes positive which entails the presence of oscillations in the solution.

The position of the turning point can be determined with the help of the following
considerations. In the neighborhood of the turning point, one can use an approximation
for ωh(t) and write ω2

h ' m2
h − 9H2/4. The turning point is therefore located at a time
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when Hosc ' 2mh/3 and using the expression (5.21), it occurs at a value of tan θosc which
is a solution to the following equation

(tan θosc)
2/(R2−1) (1 +R2 tan2 θosc

)
=

2R2

3C
. (A.4)

This equation is a polynomial equation in tan2 θosc which, unfortunately, cannot be
solved exactly. However, one can use Newton’s method to find an approximate solution.
Starting from the initial guess tan θ2

osc ∼ R−2, the first iteration leads to

tan2 θosc '
3−R2 + 2R2(R2 − 1)R2/(R2−1)/(3C)

R2(1 +R2)
. (A.5)

The exact (numerical) solution to Eq. (A.4), for the fiducial parameters, is tan2 θosc '
0.0101 to be compared with the solution (A.5), tan2 θosc ' 0.0104, and corresponding
to Nosc −Nend = −13.3, to be compared with the exact time found numerically, Nosc −
Nend = −12.89.

As noticed above, the form of ω2
h(t) is complicated. However, depending on the

regimes considered, some useful approximations can be found. For instance, in the
regime dominated by the light field, the Hubble parameter simplifies and is given by
Eq. (5.35), H2 = 2m2

` (Nend −N)/3. Moreover, given that dN = Hdt, the relationship
between the number of e-folds and the cosmic time can be expressed as [this equation
was already derived, see Eq. (5.46), and we reproduce it here for convenience]

t− tp = −
√

6

m`

[
(Nend −N)1/2 − (Nend −Np)1/2

]
. (A.6)

As a consequence, inserting those equations in Eq. (A.3), one finds that ω2
h(t) reduces

to a quadratic polynomial in time, namely

ω2
h(t) ' c̄+ b̄ m` (t− tp) + ām2

` (t− tp)2 , (A.7)

with

ā = −1

4
m2
` , (A.8)

b̄ =
1

4
m`Γhm +

√
3

2
m2
`

√
Nend −Np , (A.9)

c̄ = m2
h −

1

2
m2
` −

Γ2
hm

16
−
√

3

8
Γhmm`

√
Nend −Np −

3

2
m2
` (Nend −Np) . (A.10)

This approximation is represented and compared to the exact ω2
h(t) in Fig. 20 (solid

orange line).
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Figure 21: Time evolution of the quantityQ/ω2
h (blue line) withQ defined in Eq. (A.11),

before, around and after the time “osc”. The smallness of this quantity represents
a criterion for the regime of validity of the WKB approximation, whose strictness is
parameterized by the number C which is either 1 (horizontal black line) or 0.1 (horizontal
gray line) in this work. The corresponding time from which the WKB approximation
becomes valid are represented by vertical dashed lines (respectively black and gray ones).
The time from which the quadratic approximation for the pulsation ω2

h becomes roughly
valid is also represented by the orange vertical dashed lines.

A.2 The WKB approximation for the heavy field

As discussed earlier, Eq. (A.2) cannot be solved exactly due to the complex analytical
time dependence of ω2

h(t). However, the WKB approximation can be used to find an
approximate solution. Indeed, if one represents the WKB criterion, Q/ω2

h, where

Q =
3

4

ω̇2
h

ω2
h

− ω̈h

2ωh
, (A.11)

versus time, see Fig. 21, we notice that, quite quickly, on the left and right hand sides of
the turning point (where, by definition, Q blows up), this quantity tends to zero, signaling
that WKB should be a very good approximation. Usually, the WKB approximation is
used in the following way. It is first used on the left side of the turning point (region
I) where the initial conditions are specified and, as consequence, where the solution is
completely specified. The WKB approximation is also used on the right side (region III)
where the solution, being a solution of a second order differential equation, depends on
two arbitrary integration constants. These two constants can be fixed if the solution in
region III is matched to the solution in region I. However, as noticed above, the solution
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in between (region II) is a priori not known since the WKB approximation fails in
this region. What is usually done to deal with this problem is to linearize the effective
frequency in region II which allows us to find an approximation of the solution in this
regime which, then, permits to connect the solution in region I to the solution in region
III. In this way, one can specified the two unknown integration constants in region III
and have a complete knowledge of the solution.

Here, we closely follow this WKB procedure with, however, some differences in
order to adapt our method to the problem at hand. In region I, the solution is known
and is given by the slow-roll approximation. So we do not need to employ the WKB
approximation in this regime (although it might be interesting to study how WKB is
connected to slow-roll in this regime, see also Ref. [95]). As a consequence, we will “start
the evolution” not deep in region I (on the left) but at the onset of region II. In fact, the
time of transition, ttrans turns out to be located precisely at the beginning of this region
and, therefore, we fix the “initial conditions” (those relevant for our problem here; they
have obviously nothing to do with the physical initial conditions, discussed before, and
chosen at the onset of inflation) at this time. In addition, they are completely known
from the previously studied slow-roll solution and read

gh(ttrans) = 1 , ġh(ttrans) = − m2
h

3H(ttrans)
+

3H(ttrans)

2
+

Γhm

4
, (A.12)

where we used the slow-roll expression of φ̇h. Numerically, with our fiducial parameters,
given that Htrans = 4.3×10−5 (obtained analytically within the slow-roll approximation),
we find that ġtrans = 4.8 × 10−5. Moreover, one can compute the difference in cosmic
time between the transition [θtrans = arctan(1/R)] and the onset of the oscillations
[θosc = arctan(

√
0.0104 )], with use of Eq. (5.24) which is indeed relevant around the

transition time, and one finds m`(tosc − ttrans) = 0.32.
Let us now turn to the question of calculating gh(t) in region II. As explained

before, in this region, the WKB approximation breaks down and we need to use another
technique which consists in linearizing the effective frequency around the turning point.
Concretely, we write

ω2
h = −α(t− tosc) + · · · (A.13)

with α ≡ −dω2
h(t = tosc)/dt. In our case, α is negative. The linear approximation (A.13)

is represented in Fig. 20, see the solid green line. We have seen before that, in the vicinity
of the turning point, ω2

h ' m2
h − 9H2/4, and this implies that α = −9/2 × (ε1H

3)osc.
With the fiducial parameters, we find analytically α = −3.0× 10−14 in M3

Pl units, where
one has used the slow-roll formula for ε1, namely

ε1 =
1

2s

1 +R4tan2θ

cos2 θ (1 +R2 tan2 θ)
2 . (A.14)

Then, plugging the expression (A.13) into the equation (A.2), and introducing a new
variable y defined by the expression y ≡ α1/3(t − tosc), the equation for gh(t) takes the
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form

d2gh

dy2
− ygh = 0. (A.15)

The solution to this equation is well-known and can be expressed in terms of the Airy
functions of first and second kind, Ai and Bi [92, 93]. As a consequence, one can write

gh(t) = B1Ai(y) +B2Bi(y), (A.16)

where B1 and B2 are two integration constants. These constants can be determined
using the values of gh and its derivative at the transition point, see Eqs. (A.12). This
leads to

B1 = π

[
d

ds
Bi(ytrans)−

1

α1/3
ġtransBi(ytrans)

]
, (A.17)

B2 = −π
[

d

ds
Ai(ytrans)−

1

α1/3
ġtransAi(ytrans)

]
. (A.18)

Numerically, with our fiducial parameters, one finds, B1 ' 1.98 + 3.90i and B2 ' 3.75−
2.26i. An intermediate step has been to use ytrans = eiπ/3|α|1/3(ttrans − tosc), with the
value of (ttrans − tosc) that was found in the previous section.5 This completes our
calculation of gh (and, therefore, of φh) in region II which is now completely known.

The final step consists in writing the solution in region III. This region is the
most interesting one for us since it corresponds to the phase dominated by the light
field. Obtaining the solution for gh(t) in this regime allows us to track the behavior of
φh(t) when the light field drives inflation and the heavy field oscillates and decays. As
explained before, in this region, Q/ω2

h � 1 and the WKB approximation is satisfied. As
a consequence, the solution can be written as

gh(t) =
C+

ω
1/2
h

ei
∫ t
tosc

ωh(τ)dτ +
C−

ω
1/2
h

e−i
∫ t
tosc

ωh(τ)dτ , (A.19)

where C+ and C− are two integration constants. This solution is valid only in region
III, namely only for times t where Q/ω2

h � 1 (on the right hand side of the turning
point). Notice, however, that the lower bounds in the integrals have been taken at the
turning point. We first remark that changing the lower bound is in fact equivalent to
redefining the constants C+ and C−. So choosing the lower bound to be the turning point
is not in contradiction with the WKB approximation and just amounts to a particular

5These results and the following ones (until the numerical determination of the constants C±) are
derived with the choice of a complex cubic root for the negative number α = |α|eiπ which is α1/3 =
eiπ/3|α|1/3. Note that in this case the time coordinate y has a constant phase π/3, as indeed y =
eiπ/3|α|1/3(t − tosc), a fact that is crucial in order to derive consistently the asymptotic limit shown in
Eq. (A.23). This choice should not matter as long as it is consistent during the whole calculation, and
indeed we have checked that using the different cubic root α1/3 = −|α|1/3, leads to the same final results
(but intermediate ones like the values for ytrans or B1,2 are therefore obviously different).
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(convenient) definition of C+ and C−. At this stage, our first goal is to determine these
two quantities. In order to carry out this calculation, we must check that there is an
overlap between region II and region III, that is to say a patching region where the linear
approximation of the effective frequency is not too bad and where, at the same time, the
WKB regime is satisfied. The linear approximation is acceptable if the second order term
remains smaller than the first order one which means t − tosc . 2(dω2

h/dt)/(d
2ω2

h/dt
2)

or

m`(t− tosc) .
3

R(ε1 − 3ε2)|osc
. (A.20)

On the other hand, if the linear approximation is accurate, the WKB approximation is
satisfied provided |ω̇h/ω

2
h| < 1, namely

m`(t− tosc) &

(
m3
`

4|α|

)1/3

. (A.21)

This is possible if

|α| > m3
h

108
(ε1 − 3ε2)3|osc, (A.22)

which is satisfied since, numerically, one finds |α| > 2.5×10−14 to be compared with the
value found here, |α| = 3.0 × 10−14. In this patching region, one can use at the same
time the solution (A.16) and the WKB solution (A.19). Since both formula must lead
to the same solution, this allows us to identify the coefficients C+ and C− in terms of
B1 and B2. Concretely, if one goes away from the turning point, Eq. (A.16) leads to

gh(t) ' 1

2
√
π
e−iπ/12|α|−1/12 (t− tosc)

−1/4

[
(B1 + iB2) e−

2i
3
|α|1/2(t−tosc)3/2

+ 2B2 e
2i
3
|α|1/2(t−tosc)3/2

]
, (A.23)

while the WKB solution (A.19) in the linear part of the time-dependent frequency can
be written as

gh(t) ' |α|−1/4(t− tosc)
−1/4

[
C+e

2i
3
|α|1/2(t−tosc)3/2

+ e−
2i
3
|α|1/2(t−tosc)3/2

]
. (A.24)

Requiring these two expressions to represent the same solution, this immediately leads
to the relationship

C+ =
B2√
π
|α|1/6e−iπ/12 , C− =

B1 + iB2

2
√
π
|α|1/6e−iπ/12 , (A.25)

Numerically, one finds C+ ' 0.0096 − 0.01i and C− = C∗+, as required since gh(t) is a
real function. Therefore, we have reached our goal, namely expressing gh(t) in the region
where inflation is driven by the light field. The solution is a priori entirely specified
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since the constants C+ and C− are now related to what happens at the transition time.
However, we must also calculate the WKB phase which requires the integration of ωh(t).
It can be expressed as

∫ t

tosc

ω(τ)dτ =

∫ tmatch

tosc

ω(τ)dτ +

∫ t

tmatch

ω(τ)dτ = Φ +

∫ t

tmatch

ω(τ)dτ, (A.26)

where we have introduced the time tmatch. This time is a time at which the quadratic
approximation of ω2

h(t), see Eq. (A.7), becomes valid. In principle, the phase Φ can be
calculated but, in our case, this would require the integration of the exact time-dependent
frequency which is complicated given its form (A.3) (and which would undermine the
interest of having an analytical approximation). A rough approximation is to use the
linear expression in the vicinity of the turning point which results in

Φ ' 2

3
|α|1/2(tmatch − tosc)

3/2. (A.27)

However, this result does not give a very accurate estimation of the phase while the
accuracy of the WKB approximation quite sensitively depends on Φ. A more care-
ful calculation, using ω2

h ' m2
h − 9H2/4 gives, after the change of variable defined in

Eq. (5.22)

Φ = −
√

6C
R

R2 − 1

∫ θmatch

θosc

√
1 +R2 tan2 θ

sin θ × cos θ
(tan θ)

1
R2−1

[
1− 3C

2R2

(tanθ)
2

R2−1

cos2θ

]1/2

dθ.

(A.28)
Unfortunately, this integral cannot be computed analytically, but it is straightforward
to compute it numerically. It gives Φ = 1.093 for the fiducial parameters of the model,
a value that should be compared with the numerical result Φ = 2.039. Admittedly,
the result is still not very accurate and, therefore, the determination of Φ constitutes
an additional source of error. Nevertheless, taking into account the phase determined
according to the considerations presented above significantly improves the agreement
between the exact and WKB solutions.

Let us now turn to the calculation of the second term in Eq. (A.26). As already
discussed above, this can be carried out with the help of the quadratic approximation
for ω2

h(t), see Eq. (A.7). It is especially convenient to redefine the coefficients ā, b̄ and c̄
according to a = −ā/m` = 1/4, b = b̄/m2

` and c = c̄/m2
` . In fact, since c = R2−1/2−b2,

there remains only one free coefficient which can be chosen to be b, a positive definite
quantity. Then, defining

u =
m`(t− ttrans)− 2b

2
√
R2 − 1/2

, (A.29)

the frequency ω2
h(t) takes the form

ωh(t) = m`

(
R2 − 1

2

)1/2 (
1− u2

)1/2
. (A.30)
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Notice that, in the regime we are interested in, u2 is always smaller than one since ω2
h(t)

is always real and positive. Then, it follows that

∫ t

tmatch

ω(τ)dτ = 2

(
R2 − 1

2

)∫ u

umatch

du
√

1− u2 =

(
R2 − 1

2

)
G(u), (A.31)

with

G(u) =
[
u
√

1− u2 + arcsin(u)
]u
umatch

. (A.32)

This completes the calculation of gh(t) since all the terms of Eq. (A.19) are now explicitly
known.6

The result of the WKB approximation is represented in Fig. 22 where the evolution
of the heavy field energy density

ρh(t) =
1

2
φ̇2

h +
1

2
m2

hφ
2
h (A.40)

is represented and compared to the numerical solution. Evidently, the result is excellent
and the WKB solution follows quite accurately the exact result.

6It is also interesting to notice that, in region III, if the quadratic approximation for the effective
frequency is used, then an exact solution is available. Let us indeed define z = 21/2a1/4[x− b/(2a)] and
A = −1/(2

√
a )[b2/(4a) + c] = 1/2−R2. Concretely, z can be expressed as

z = −1

2

Γhm

m`
−
√

6 (Nend −N)1/2. (A.33)

Then, it follows that Eq. (A.2) can be written as

d2g

dz2
−

(
z2

4
+A

)
g = 0, (A.34)

which is the canonical form of the equation defining the Parabolic cylinder functions [92, 93]. As a
consequence, the solution in region III takes the following form [92, 93]

g(z) = C1U(A, z) + C2V(A, z), (A.35)

with

U(A, z) = D−A−1/2(z), (A.36)

V(A, z) =
1

π
Γ

(
1

2
+A

)[
D−A−1/2(−z) + sin(πA)D−A−1/2(z)

]
(A.37)

where C1 and C2 are two integration constant and Dν(z) are parabolic functions. Notice that another
canonical form which is also convenient is [92, 93]

d2g

dz2
+

(
ν +

1

2
− z2

4

)
g = 0, (A.38)

where A = −ν − 1/2 or ν = R2 − 1. In that case, the solution can be written as

g(z) = C1Dν(z) + C2Dν(−z), (A.39)

since Dν(±z) are linearly independent provided ν 6= 0,±1, · · · (we have used the same notations for the
integration constants but obviously they differ from the ones already introduced before).
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Figure 22: Comparison of ρh and ρm (in M4
Pl units) during the oscillations and the decay

of the heavy field, between their exact numerical results (respectively the orange and
green solid lines), and their analytical approximations inferred from the WKB approach
(respectively the orange and green dashed lines), see Eq. (A.40) and Eq. (A.55). The
time of decay of the heavy field, defined as the time when ρh = ρm is shown with the
vertical gray lines both from the numerical approach (solid line, Ndecay,h = −10.81) and
the analytical one (dashed, NWKB

decay,h = −10.35). This approach clearly gives much better
results than the one presented in body of the paper, compared to Fig. 3 and the previous
estimate N sd

decay,h = −8.39 , and enables one to derive reliably and analytically the time
of decay Ndecay,h.

A.3 The evolution of the matter energy density

Having calculated the evolution of the heavy field, we now turn to the behavior of the
matter energy density ρm whose equation of motion is Eq. (5.8). As it was already
noticed before, its solution can be expressed as

a3(t)ρm(t) = a3(tini)ρm(tini) +
Γhm

2

∫ t

tini

a3(τ)φ̇2
h(τ)dτ. (A.41)

We see that this requires the calculation of the integral of the kinetic energy density of
the field, I =

∫ t
tini
a3(τ)φ̇2

h(τ)dτ . In the slow-roll regime, φ̇2
h(t) evolves slowly and could

be put outside the integral, immediately leading to an explicit solution, see Sec. 5.2.3.
Here, however, it is no longer possible to use this trick and we must insert the WKB
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expression of φh(t) in the above integral and calculate it explicitly. This leads to

I =a3
pφ

2
p

∫ t

tmatch

dτe−Γhm(τ−tp)/2

(
9

4
H2g2

h +
3

4
HΓhmg

2
h − 3Hghġh −

Γhm

2
ghġh

+
Γ2

hm

16
g2

h + ġ2
h

)
. (A.42)

In the present case, the initial time has been taken to be tmatch, the time from which
the quadratic assumption becomes satisfied. Using the WKB solution (A.19) for gh(t),
the above integral takes the form

I = φpa
3
p

∫ t

tmatch

dτe−Γhm(τ−tp)/2

[
C2

+

( C
ωh
− i
)2

ωh e
2i

∫ τ
tosc

ωhdτ

+ C2
−

( C
ωh

+ i

)2

ωh e
−2i

∫ τ
tosc

ωhdτ + 2C+C−ωh

( C
ωh
− i
)( C

ωh
+ i

)]
, (A.43)

with
C
ωh

=
3

2

H

ωh
+

1

4

Γhm

ωh
+

ω̇h

2ω2
h

' 3

2

H

ωh
+

1

4

Γhm

ωh
. (A.44)

We see that we have three terms to calculate and we write them as I = I1 +I2 +I3. The
next step consists in inserting the form of ωh(t) in the above expression. Since we are
interested in the behavior of ρm in region III, one can use the quadratic approximation
of ω2

h(t), see Eq. (A.30) expressed in terms of the variable u, see Eq. (A.29). Then, the
first term reads

I1 = a3
pφpC

2
+e

i2Φ(2R2 − 1)e−bΓhm/m`

∫ u

umatch

duF (u) ei(2R
2−1)G(u), (A.45)

with

F (u) = e−Γhm(R2−1/2)1/2u/m`(1− u2)−1/2
[
u− i

(
1− u2

)1/2]2
, (A.46)

and where the calculation of the WKB phase (A.31) has been used, see Eq. (A.32) for
the definition of the function G(u). The second term is then trivially found since this is
just the complex conjugate of the first one, I2 = I∗1 . Unfortunately, the integral (A.45)
cannot be performed analytically. However, we notice that the integrand has the form of
a smooth function F (u) multiplied by an a priori rapid oscillatory phase (since 2R2− 1
is a priori quite a large number). As is well-known, several techniques (Filon method,
Levin collocation method etc., see Ref. [96]) have been developed to deal with this type
of integrals. The simplest one just consists in integrating by part leading to
∫ u

umatch

duF (u) ei(2R
2−1)G(u) =

1

i(2R2 − 1)

[
F (u)

G′(u)
ei(2R

2−1)G(u)

− F (umatch)

G′(umatch)
ei(2R

2−1)G(umatch)

]

− 1

i(2R2 − 1)

∫ u

umatch

du
d

du

(
F

G′

)
ei(2R

2−1)G(u). (A.47)
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In terms of the (inverse of the) large parameter 2R2 − 1, the second term is of higher
order and, therefore, can be neglected thus leading to an approximation of the integral.
If one uses this approximation to estimate I1, this gives

I1 ' −a3
pφpiC

2
+e

i2Φe−bΓhm/m`

[
F (u)

G′(u)
ei(2R

2−1)G(u) − F (umatch)

G′(umatch)
ei(2R

2−1)G(umatch)

]
.

(A.48)

In principle, additional (successive) integrations by parts could lead to an even more
accurate approximation but, here, we will restrict ourselves to first order.

Finally, the third term remains to be calculated. Straightforward manipulations
show that it can be written as

I3 = 2a3
pφpC+C−(2R2 − 1)e−bΓhm/m`

∫ u

umatch

du e−ℵu (1− u2)−1/2. (A.49)

with

ℵ =
Γhm

m`

(
R2 − 1

2

)1/2

. (A.50)

The integral (A.49) J =
∫ u
umatch

du e−ℵu (1− u2)−1/2 cannot be performed exactly. But
it is however relatively easy to derive an accurate analytical approximation of J . One
can proceed as follows. Let us first introduce the new variable ψ such that u = cosψ.
Then the integral to be calculated reduces to

J = −
∫ ψ

ψmatch

e−ℵ cos Ω dΩ. (A.51)

The integrand can easily be written as Fourier series, namely

e−ℵ cos Ω = I0(−ℵ) + 2

+∞∑

n=1

In(−ℵ) cos(nΩ), (A.52)

where In is a modified Bessel function [92, 93]. Each term of the series (A.52) can easily
be integrated exactly and it follows that the integral J can be expressed as

J =

[
−I0(−ℵ)ψ − 2

+∞∑

n=1

1

n
In(−ℵ) sin(nψ)

]ψ

ψmatch

(A.53)

In practice, in order to reach a good accuracy, it is sufficient to keep only the first two
or three terms in the above sum. We conclude that

I3 = −2a3
pφpC+C−(2R2 − 1)e−bΓhm/m`

[
I0(−ℵ) arccosu

+ 2

+∞∑

n=1

1

n
In(−ℵ) sin(n arccosu)

]u

umatch

. (A.54)
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The final step consists in collecting the three terms calculated before in the final
expression of the matter energy density. One obtains the rather lengthy, but explicit,
following equation [using the fact that G(umatch) = 0 by definition]

ρm(t) ' ρmatch
m

[
amatch

a(t)

]3

+ φp

[
ap

a(t)

]3 Γhm

2
e−bΓhm/m`

×
(

2Re

{
−iC2

+e
i2Φ

[
F (u)

G′(u)
ei(2R

2−1)G(u) − F (umatch)

G′(umatch)

]}

− 2 |C+|2 (2R2 − 1)

[
I0(−ℵ) arccosu+ 2

+∞∑

n=1

1

n
In(−ℵ) sin(n arccosu)

]u

umatch

)
.

(A.55)

This expression is represented in Fig. 22 together with the exact (numerical) solution of
ρm. Obviously, it matches quite well the numerical result.

A.4 Determination of the time of decay

Having determined the WKB form of ρh(t), see Eq. (A.40) and ρm(t), see Eq. (A.55),
we can now calculate the time of decay. Recall that it is defined by the condition
ρh(tdecay,h) = ρm(tdecay,h). Given the complexity of Eqs. (A.40) and (A.55), it is clear
that it is hopeless to solve ρh(tdecay,h) = ρm(tdecay,h) analytically. Here, we solve this
transcendental equation numerically and the solution is denoted NWKB

decay,h. For the fiducial
parameters, one finds NWKB

decay,h = −10.35 to be compared with the exact value Ndecay,h =
−10.81. The quantity NWKB

decay,h is used in Table. 2 for the analytical estimation of the
amplitude of non-adiabatic perturbations after double inflation.
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