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Abstract. We study preheating following Higgs inflation in the Palatini formulation of
gravity. We numerically evolve perturbations of the radial mode of the Higgs field and that of
three scalars modeling the gauge bosons. We compare the two non-perturbative mechanisms
of growth of excitations—parametric resonance and tachyonic instability—and confirm that
the latter plays the dominant role. Our results provide further evidence that preheating in
Palatini Higgs inflation happens within a single oscillation of the Higgs field about the bottom
of its potential, consistent with the approximation of an instantaneous preheating.
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1 Introduction

Preheating is a period in the evolution of the Universe that connects inflation and the hot
Big Bang cosmology. During preheating, the energy stored in the inflaton field is transferred
to the Standard Model fields and, possibly, dark matter. Different perturbative and non-
perturbative mechanisms can play roles in this process, see, e.g., [1, 2] for reviews. Preheating
parameters, such as its duration and the temperature attained at thermalization, are sensitive
to the details of the inflationary scenario and, in particular, to the inflaton’s coupling to other
species.

One well-motivated candidate for the theory of inflation is Higgs inflation [3]. It stands out
among other models in that it does not require new degrees of freedom beyond those of
the Standard Model and of General Relativity. In this theory, the Higgs field couples to the
scalar curvature, and the value of this so-called non-minimal coupling is fixed by observations.
Since the couplings of the Higgs field to the rest of the Standard Model are known, one can, in
principle, compute the preheating parameters and recover the full cosmological history of the
Universe. The topic of preheating in the model of Higgs inflation has attracted considerable
attention, see for instance [4–20].

Higgs inflation exists in different incarnations. The original scenario of [3] employs the most
commonly used metric formulation of General Relativity. In this formulation, all gravita-
tional degrees of freedom are carried by the metric field, and the connection is fixed to be
the Levi-Civita one. Alternatively, Higgs inflation can be considered in the Palatini formula-
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tion of gravity, where the metric and connection are treated as independent variables.1 Both
formulations lead to the usual Einstein field equations of motion in minimally coupled sce-
narios. However, depending on matter fields and their interaction with gravity, the metric
and Palatini formulations can lead to different predictions even when the Lagrangian of the
theory is the same. This is what happens for Higgs inflation and is due to the non-minimal
coupling of the Higgs field to gravity. We refer the interested reader to [23, 24] for reviews
of the metric and Palatini Higgs inflation, respectively. An important prediction of Palatini
Higgs inflation is an extremely small tensor-to-scalar ratio [25, 26], in contrast to the metric
counterpart. Thus, the difference between the two versions of Higgs inflation has observa-
tional consequences. Another interesting feature of Palatini Higgs inflation is that it has a
higher cutoff scale, above which the perturbation theory breaks down, than the metric the-
ory [27]. This allows for a more robust connection between the low-energy observables probed
in collider experiments and high-energy inflationary observables [28]. Next, once fermions are
taken into account, the Palatini model naturally generalizes to the Einstein–Cartan frame-
work. The resulting theory shows promising implications, e.g., for inflation and dark matter
production [29–31]. All this motivates a closer analysis of preheating in the Palatini Higgs
inflation.

In the metric scenario the main channel of energy transfer from the inflaton field is to the gauge
bosons via parametric resonance [32–37].2 In contrast, in the Palatini scenario it has been
argued in [14] that the dominant non-perturbative mechanism of preheating is the production
of Higgs excitations via a tachyonic instability [40, 41]. The goal of the present paper is to
scrutinize this result by performing a fully-fledged numerical simulation that goes beyond the
homogeneous approximation of Ref. [14].

Specifically, we study the evolution of the Higgs field on an expanding lattice in 3+1 dimen-
sions. For this purpose, we use the recently developed CosmoLattice package [42, 43]. To
simplify the problem, we restrict ourselves to the radial degree of freedom of the Higgs field.
To model the interaction with the gauge bosons, we introduce three additional scalar degrees
of freedom with global couplings to the Higgs field. We also neglect fermions. Under these
simplifications, we confirm that the main mechanism driving preheating is the tachyonic in-
stability of the Higgs condensate. The mechanism is very efficient and depletes the condensate
within its first period of oscillation.

In Section 2 we introduce the model and discuss the preheating analytically. Section 3 is
dedicated to the lattice studies, and we summarize our conclusions in Section 4. Finally,
several technical details are presented in the appendices.

2 Setup

2.1 The action for inflation

Let us focus on the part of the theory comprising the Higgs field H and gravity. We adopt
the unitary gauge for the Higgs field, H = (0, h/

√
2)T . Then, the action of interest takes the

1For other possibilities see, e.g., [21], where Higgs inflation was studied in the teleparallel formulation of
gravity, and [22], where inflation driven by a non-minimally coupled scalar field was studied in the framework
of affine gravity.

2Note that this may lead to the preheating temperature exceeding the cutoff of the theory due to the
explosive production of longitudinal component of gauge bosons, see [9, 11, 38, 39] and references therein. We
comment on this mechanism in section 2.3.
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form

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2
P + ξh2

2
gµνRµν (Γ, ∂ Γ)− 1

2
gµν∂µh∂νh−

λh4

4

]
. (2.1)

HereMP = 2.4·1018 GeV is the reduced Planck mass and Γ denotes the symmetric connection.
In the Palatini formulation, it is a priori independent of the metric gµν , thus we indicated
explicitly that the Ricci tensor is a function of Γ and its derivatives. Next, ξ is the non-
minimal coupling and λ is the Higgs self-coupling. We neglect the quadratic term in the
Higgs potential in eq. (2.1), since the latter is negligible during inflation and is not relevant
for our analysis of preheating.

To analyze the dynamics of the theory (2.1), it is convenient to get rid of the non-minimal
coupling by performing the following Weyl transformation:

gµν 7→ Ω−2(h)gµν , Ω2 = 1 +
ξh2

M2
P

. (2.2)

At this point one sees the difference between the metric and Palatini formulations: while in
the metric version of the theory the rescaling (2.2) affects the Ricci tensor, in the Palatini
version the latter does not transform since the connection is independent of the metric. The
difference manifests itself in the kinetic term of the field h and, ultimately, in the inflationary
potential of the canonically normalized scalar field; see, e.g., [14, 28] for details. The action
(2.1) becomes

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2
P

2
R− 1

2
Ω−2(h)gµν∂µh∂νh− Ω−4(h)

λh4

4

]
. (2.3)

This last expression is referred to as the Einstein-frame action, while the original action in
eq. (2.1) is the Jordan-frame one. Since the coupling to gravity is now minimal, the Levi-
Civita connection is a solution to the equations of motion. Therefore, we omitted Γ in the
Ricci scalar R ≡ gµνRµν . The next step is to switch to the canonical scalar degree of freedom
χ. It is related to h as follows:

dχ

dh
=

1

Ω
. (2.4)

This equation can be solved exactly, yielding

h(χ) =
MP√
ξ

sinh

(√
ξχ

MP

)
, (2.5)

and we obtain the following action upon substitution

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2
P

2
R− 1

2
gµν∂µχ∂νχ− VE(χ)

]
, (2.6)

where

VE(χ) =
λM4

P

4ξ2
tanh4

(√
ξχ

MP

)
. (2.7)

At large field values, χ > MP /
√
ξ, the potential (2.7) flattens and allows for inflation. The

couplings ξ and λ at inflationary energy scales are related by the amplitude of primordial
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spectrum of curvature perturbations [44]. We adopt the following values of these parameters.3

ξ = 107 , λ = 10−3 . (2.8)

2.2 Equation of motion for the inflaton

In the background specified by the Friedmann–Lemaître–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) metric,

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2dx2 , (2.9)

the equation of motion for χ, following from the action (2.6), reads as follows

χ̈− a−2(t)∇2χ+ 3χ̇H+
dVE(χ)

dχ
= 0 . (2.10)

Here dot means derivative with respect to t and H = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter. This
must be supplemented with the Friedmann equation

H2 =
ρ

3M2
P

, (2.11)

where the energy density ρ associated with the field χ is

ρ =
1

2
χ̇2 +

1

2a2

(
∇χ
)2

+ VE(χ) . (2.12)

Consider now a perturbation δχ(x, t) of the homogeneous background χ(t), which represents
the Higgs field at the onset of preheating. Expanding to the linear order in perturbations,
from eq. (2.10) we obtain

δχ̈− a(t)−2∇2δχ+ 3δχ̇H(t) +
d2VE

(
χ(t)

)
dχ(t)2

δχ = 0 . (2.13)

Due to the spatial homogeneity of the background, we can switch to momentum space with

δχ(x, t) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2
eikxδχk(t) . (2.14)

The equation of motion for the perturbations then becomes

δ̈χk + 3 ˙δχkH(t) +

(
k2

a(t)2
+

d2VE
(
χ(t)

)
dχ(t)2

)
δχk = 0 . (2.15)

When the term in the parentheses in the above equation is negative for some momentum
mode k, its amplitude δχk grows exponentially, signifying tachyonic instability. The range of
momenta for which this can happen is limited; in particular, modes with sufficiently high k
never suffer from such an instability.

3Note that this is different from the metric Higgs inflation where typically ξ ∼ 103 [3]. The value in eq. (2.8)
lies in the middle of the allowed region ξ ∼ 106 − 108, where the lower limit comes from the possibility of
having inflation, and the upper limit comes from the experimental bound on the top Yukawa coupling, see
[28] for details.
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2.3 Gauge bosons

In the metric theory of Higgs inflation, the main mechanism of energy transfer from the Higgs
condensate is the non-perturbative production of gauge bosons. The latter, in turn, decay to
Standard Model fermions. If the decay rate into fermions is small enough to allow for the
gauge bosons to accumulate, the parametric resonance becomes Bose-enhanced and quickly
depletes the energy of the condensate. However, it has been argued in [14] that in Palatini
Higgs inflation, the parametric resonance is subdominant: there, preheating is mainly driven
by the tachyonic instability in the Higgs self-interaction, i.e., by the negative coefficient in
the δχk-term in eq. (2.15). We are going to test this hypothesis using fully-fledged lattice
simulations.

Including the gauge bosons amounts to promoting the Higgs field derivative in the action (2.1)
to the covariant one. To simplify the analysis, we will treat the gauge bosons as non-self-
interacting scalar degrees of freedom. More precisely, we introduce the covariant derivative
in the Jordan frame, transform it to the Einstein frame, drop all the interaction terms and
change the contractions of type WµWµ to W 2, which is now a scalar degree of freedom. We
are left with a model of 3 massive scalars coupled to the main Higgs field.4 We will refer to
these as "scalarized" gauge bosons in the rest of the text.

In summary, the potential associated to the ith boson in the Jordan frame is

V i
J(h,Wµ

i ) =
1

2
m2
i (h)Wµ

i Wi µ (2.16)

where mi(h) = g(i)h/2. The couplings g(1,2,3) take the values g, g and g/ cos θW , correspond-
ingly, with θW = tan−1(g′/g) the Weinberg angle and g′, g the U(1)Y and SU(2) gauge
couplings. In this work, we adopt the following values

g2 = 0.29 , sin2 θW = 0.40 . (2.17)

These are the values at the inflationary energy scale assuming the Standard Model running
and consistent with the value of λ in eq. (2.8).5

Let us comment on the applicability of our approximation of the scalarized gauge bosons. In
metric Higgs inflation, it would lead to a significant underestimation of the rate of preheating.
Indeed, it has been shown that an explosive production of the longitudinal component of gauge
bosons takes place at small field values due to the “spike” in the field derivative dχ/dh [9, 11].6

There is not such a spike in the Palatini version of Higgs inflation, and the difference between
the transverse and longitudinal components of gauge bosons is irrelevant [14].

In the Einstein frame, the mass term in eq. (2.16) gets multiplied by the conformal factor
Ω−4 from eq. (2.2). Switching to the canonical field variable according to eq. (2.4), we obtain

4This prescription, also utilized in [4, 5, 8], keeps track of the correct Lorentz/gauge structure of the gauge
bosons whose kinetic terms are invariant under scale transformations.

5More precisely, we take the pole top quark mass mt = 170.94 GeV and adopt the central values of the
other Standard Model parameters at the weak scale [45]. We then run the RG evolution of λ, g and g′ to the
inflationary energy scale µinf , assuming no new physics. We take µinf = ytMP /

√
ξ = 3.3 · 1014 GeV, where

ξ = 107 and the top quark Yukawa coupling during inflation is yt = 0.435, see [28] for more details. This way
we obtain eq. (2.17).

6This result should be taken with care since particles produced this way may have energies exceeding the
cutoff of the theory [14, 38, 39, 46].
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the following potential for the scalarized gauge bosons

V i
E(χ,Wi) =

g2
i

8ξ
M2
PW

2
i tanh2

(√
ξχ

MP

)
, i = 1, 2, 3 . (2.18)

The total Einstein-frame potential for the scalar fields is, therefore,

V tot
E

(
χ,
{
Wi

})
= VE(χ) +

3∑
i=1

V i
E(χ,Wi) , (2.19)

where VE(χ) is given in eq. (2.7). Similarly to eq. (2.10), we write down the equations of
motion of the bosons:

Ẅj − a(t)2∇2Wj + 3ẆjH+
∂V tot

E

(
χ,
{
Wi

})
∂Wj

= 0 . (2.20)

Finally, the equation of motion for the inflaton (2.10) is also modified by replacing VE with
V tot
E .

3 Lattice study

In this Section, we present results obtained by solving the classical equations of motions using
lattice techniques, see [42] for an extensive review. For this purpose, we turn to the newly
developed open-source CosmoLattice [43]. This package allows us to automatically evolve
the canonical equations of motion in the Einstein frame, and is also capable of evolving the
full equations of motion of (non)-Abelian gauge degrees of freedom. While in this work we
limit ourselves to scalar degrees of freedom only, the gauge-invariant discretization handled
by CosmoLattice may greatly simplify the full non-Abelian case which we leave for future
work.

3.1 Lattice units and initial conditions

For the sake of numerical precision and convenience, we introduce the following dimensionless
variables:

χ = MP χ̃ , Wi = MP W̃i , t =
2ξt̃√
λMP

, x =
2ξx̃√
λMP

. (3.1)

All our simulations are performed in these units. Equation (2.10) becomes

¨̃χ− a−2∇̃2χ̃+ 3 ˙̃χH̃+
∂ṼE(χ̃)

∂χ̃
= 0 , (3.2)

where dot now means the derivative with respect to t̃. At this point we recall that if χ̃ =
〈χ̃〉+O(δχ̃) is taken initially to be spatially homogeneous, the term with the Laplacian drops
out and the perturbations never grow, yielding an homogeneous version of eq. (3.2):

¨̃χ+ 3 ˙̃χH̃+
∂ṼE(χ̃)

∂χ̃
= 0 . (3.3)

This equation will be used to specify the initial conditions and for comparison with the lattice
simulation.
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The total potential in the Einstein frame in terms of the rescaled variables (3.1) is

Ṽ tot
E

(
χ̃, {W̃i}

)
= tanh4

(√
ξχ̃
)

+
ξ

2λ
tanh

(√
ξχ̃
)2∑

i

g2
i W̃

2
i . (3.4)

For completeness, in appendix A we show the analytical derivatives of this potential with
respect to the various fields.

Let us now discuss the initial conditions for the lattice calculation. To obtain the value of
the (homogeneous) inflaton field at the start of the simulation, we evolve it with the ordinary
differential equation (3.3) from deep within slow-roll. Next, the initial condition for eq. (3.3)
itself is dictated by the slow-roll condition:

˙̃χ slow roll = −
Ṽ ′E(χ̃)

3H̃
. (3.5)

At this stage we neglect the gauge bosons since they have vanishing initial abundances. At a
certain moment of time, the values of χ̃ and ˙̃χ are passed onto the lattice simulation, where
they are used as the initial conditions for the homogeneous component of the field. The choice
of this moment is driven by two considerations. First, due to the high computational cost of
the lattice simulation, it is desirable to evolve the field with eq. (3.3) for as long as possible.
Hence, we do not start the lattice simulation from deep within slow-roll. As an illustration,
figure 1 shows the evolution of the (volume averaged) field χ̃ in the two regimes. Second,
one should be careful not to initialize the lattice with tachyonic modes. From the term in
parentheses in eq. (2.15), such modes are characterised by a limit momentum

k̃tach. =

√
−∂

2ṼE
∂χ̃2

≈ 2
√

2ξ

cosh
√
ξχ̃

. (3.6)

We choose the parameters of the simulation so that modes longer than this threshold are
initially absent (see, e.g., [47]). This is achieved by properly setting the initial time (and,
hence, the initial value of χ̃) and the lattice momentum k̃IR so that k̃IR > k̃tach..7

Finally, for the lattice simulation we must take into account the vacuum field fluctuations
generated during inflation. Their power spectrum reads as follows

Pδχ̃(k̃) =
1

2a2ωk̃,χ̃
, ωk̃,χ̃ =

√
k̃2 + a2

∂2ṼE
∂χ̃2

. (3.7)

We model the said fluctuations by adding a random Gaussian noise with the appropriate
variance on top of the homogeneous components of the fields at the onset of the simulation.

Before moving to the fully-fledged lattice simulation and in order to have an understanding of
the relevant energy scales, we start by analyzing the linear evolution of the power spectrum
presented in eq. (2.15). We rewrite it in terms of the units (3.1):

δ̈χ̃k̃(t) + 3 ˙δχ̃k̃(t)H̃+

(
k̃2

a2
+
∂2ṼE

(
χ̃(t)

)
∂χ̃(t)2

)
δχ̃k̃(t) = 0 (3.8)

7Note that there are different ways to handle the initial conditions of the tachyonic modes. For instance,
in LATTICEEASY [48], all the modes are initialized with the relativistic dispersion relation ωk = |k|.
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0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

t̃

−0.001

0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

〈χ̃
〉

Lattice picks up
here, now eq. (3.2)

Slow roll, then eq. (3.3)

Figure 1: Illustration of how the initial values of χ̃ and ˙̃χ are chosen at the beginning of
the simulation. First, the homogeneous equation (3.3) is integrated from deep inside slow
roll. This provides the initial homogeneous components for the evolution of the full partial
differential equation (3.2). The y-axis label 〈χ̃〉 denotes the homogeneous field in the first
part, and the lattice average calculated by CosmoLattice in the second part. All units are in
terms of (3.1).

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06

t̃

10−2

101

104

107

1010

1013 |δχ̃k̃(t̃)/δχ̃k̃(0)| at k̃ = 164

|δχ̃k̃(t̃)/δχ̃k̃(0)| at k̃ = 503

|δχ̃k̃(t̃)/δχ̃k̃(0)| at k̃ = 883

200 400 600 800 1000

k̃

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

×1012

δχ̃k̃(t̃ = 0.06)/δχ̃k̃(t̃ = 0)

Figure 2: Solution of the linearized equation of motion (3.8) during the Palatini-Higgs
preheating. (left) Evolution of the momentum modes δχ̃k̃(t̃) for several values of k̃. (right)
Maximum amplitude attained by a mode δχ̃k̃ after evolving a certain time, for the range of k̃.
The central peak determines the characteristic momentum scale to keep track of during the
simulation which, in turn, determines the appropriate lattice size. The secondary peaks are
due to the phase difference between different modes at the time of measurement t̃ = 0.06. The
latter can be chosen arbitrarily, since the growth of perturbations is on average exponential.
All units are in terms of (3.1).
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and solve it numerically. We observe how the amplitude of δχ̃k̃(t̃) evolves for a range of
momenta k̃. Several examples of such evolutions are presented in the left part of figure 2.
The right part of the same figure shows the spectrum of perturbations resulting from the linear
evolution. We see that the dominant modes have momenta concentrated around k̃ = 500:
this gives us an idea of the typical momentum that needs to be captured on the lattice. In
practice, this is done by setting the physical size L̃ of the simulation box, which is related to
the longest mode k̃IR that the lattice can accommodate:

k̃IR =
2π

L̃
. (3.9)

We need values of k̃IR smaller than 500 so that the relevant modes can be represented on the
lattice. At the other end of the spectrum, the shortest possible mode is

k̃UV =

√
3

2
Nk̃IR , (3.10)

where N is the number of points in one dimension of the lattice. For the simulation to be
valid, k̃UV needs to be larger than all the created momenta. Therefore, we stop the evolution
before the modes with k̃ approaching k̃UV acquire a significant fraction of the total energy.

0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08

t̃

−0.0010

−0.0005

0.0000

0.0005

0.0010

0.0015 Lattice 〈χ̃〉(t̃)
χ̃(t̃) from eq. (3.3)

0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08

t̃

10−7

10−5

10−3

10−1

a3Egrad/ρ(t = 0)

a3Ekin/ρ(t = 0)

a3Epot/ρ(t = 0)

Figure 3: Early stage of the Palatini–Higgs preheating without gauge bosons. (left) First
oscillations of the (averaged over the lattice volume) inflaton field χ̃ (solid blue) in comparison
with the solution in the absence of perturbations (dashed purple). We see that the back-
reaction of the perturbations on the homogeneous mode is almost instantaneous, and the
energy is quickly drained off from the inflaton condensate. (right) Fraction of the total
energy of the system contained in the gradient, kinetic and potential energies of the Higgs
field, as a function of time. All units are in terms of (3.1).
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3.2 Lattice results

Without gauge bosons For this simulation, we set k̃IR = 80 and N = 512. The most
striking observation is how quickly the breathing mode of the inflaton is depleted: we see
in figure 3 that the back-reaction of the perturbations on the homogeneous background is
instantaneous, taking less than one oscillation of the inflaton field. In the absence of growing
perturbations, the field would keep oscillating, following the dashed line in the left part of
figure 3. Instead, the second oscillation has an amplitude of just a fraction of the first one.
The right part of the same figure tells us where the energy of the breathing mode went: in
the field gradient energy, which violently increased by 8 orders of magnitude in the same
time interval. So at this point, t̃ ≈ 0.065, the energy density is split roughly evenly between
gradient, potential, and kinetic energies. The Universe is still far from radiation domination:
from the left part of figure 4 we see that the equation of state parameter w is closer to 0
at t̃ ≈ 0.065. This is because only one massive mode is excited. We see that w approaches
1/3 not in one period, but in what would be a few dozen periods of the initial oscillations of
the inflaton field. There is thus an additional and much longer phase in which other modes
become slowly populated. This reflects in the evolution of the energy spectrum, plotted in
the right part of figure 4. Note that the produced modes fit well within the lattice until the
time at which radiation domination is already reached: k̃UV is large enough such that all the
produced modes were well represented by the lattice. We also check for the consistency of
the simulations using the redundancy of the Friedmann equations; see appendix B.

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

t̃

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0
w(t̃) = p̃(t̃)/ρ̃(t̃)

0 10000 20000 30000 40000

k̃

10−10

10−9

10−8

10−7

k̃
3
ñ
k̃
(χ̃

)

t̃ = 7.2 · 10−2

t̃ = 1.2 · 10−1

t̃ = 2.2 · 10−1

t̃ = 3.8 · 10−1

t̃ = 4.9 · 10−1

Figure 4: Long-term evolution of the Palatini–Higgs preheating without gauge bosons. (left)
The equation-of-state parameter as a function of time. The plot displays the rate of its
convergence to the radiation domination value 1/3 (the dashed grey line). (right) Energy
spectra of excitations of the Higgs field χ̃ at different moments of time. The blue curve
corresponds to the moment at which the spectrum is dominated by the tachyonic excitations
created around k̃ ≈ 500. As time goes by, the peak diffuses towards the UV. We see that
during the simulation all modes are well contained within the lattice. All units are in terms
of (3.1).
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Figure 5: Early stage of the Palatini–Higgs preheating with scalarized gauge bosons. (left)
First oscillations of the (averaged over the lattice volume) inflaton field χ̃ (solid blue) in
comparison with the solution in the absence of perturbations (dashed purple). (right) Fraction
of the total energy density of the system contained in the gradient of the Higgs field, and the
fractions contained in the boson fields. All units are in terms of (3.1).

With gauge bosons We now add the gauge bosons to the simulation. A larger lattice size
N was required for this purpose, because the gauge bosons tend to migrate further towards
the UV than the Higgs excitations. We set k̃IR = 400 and N = 648.

The behaviour of the Higgs field and of the scale factor is very similar with and without the
gauge bosons, because the growth of perturbations in the gauge fields is orders of magnitude
below that of the tachyonic excitations. This is demonstrated in figure 5, where on the left
we plot the evolution of the inflaton, averaged over the lattice volume, and on the right—the
evolution of the relevant components of the energy density. We furthermore observe the close
resemblance of the left parts of figures 3 and 5. In particular, there is no significant difference
in the time at which back-reaction becomes relevant.

The production of gauge bosons happens through the parametric resonance in the linear
regime, more specifically at each zero-crossing of the inflaton field. The lattice evolution
reproduces this result well, as seen in figure 5: each zero-crossing of the inflaton field (left
panel) causes a brief but rapid growth in the densities of the gauge fields (right panel).
Furthermore, the relative increase resulting from each zero-crossing is consistent with that
obtained using a Bogoliubov transformation (appendix C).

Energy spectrum of excitations and lattice effects We first note that the energy
spectra of perturbations of the inflaton field are identical with and without gauge bosons.
The spectra of perturbations of the gauge bosons fields are shown in figure 6: they are similar
to those obtained in Ref. [8] in the model of metric Higgs inflation.

Now the inclusion of gauge bosons required us to use a physically smaller lattice to delay
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Figure 6: Energy spectra of excitations in the Palatini–Higgs preheating with scalarized
gauge bosons. (left) The spectra of W+ and W− bosons. Here we identify W1,2 with W± as
it makes no difference in the case of scalarized bosons. (right) The spectra of the Z0 boson.
All quantities are in units of (3.1).

the moment at which the shortest produced mode has a momentum approaching k̃UV. In
particular, the gauge coupling of the Z0 boson being the largest one, the diffusion of its
perturbations towards the UV is the fastest one and provided the strongest bound on the
lattice spacing. A direct effect of the physically smaller lattice size is visible when comparing
the left panel of figure 5 with that of figure 3: we observe a more pronounced third peak,
at t̃ ∼ 0.076, in the Higgs field average. This is an artifact of the smaller physical box size,
which prevents the tachyonic production to be as efficient as in the bosonless case. Let us also
mention that the sharp feature in the spectra of gauge bosons, which appears at late times at
around k̃ = N ·k̃IR

2 , is an artifact of radially binning modes distributed on a cube. The feature
is most pronounced for the Z0 boson, as is seen from the right panel of figure 6, and indicates
the end of validity of our simulation. Note, however, that these finite-size effects do not have
any measurable consequences for the dynamics of the Universe, since the energy stored in the
gauge bosons even at the end of the simulation is ∼ 105 times smaller than the energy of the
inflaton excitations.

3.3 Thermal history and cosmological observables

Now we discuss the cosmological observables and compare our results to the approximation
of an instantaneous preheating. First we would like to see whether the inclusion of gauge
bosons makes the transition to the radiation-dominated Universe faster. Figure 7 shows
the evolution of the equation-of-state parameter w with and without the gauge bosons: we
observe no qualitative difference between the two cases. Thus, in what follows, we limit
our discussion to the bosonless case. Next, we ask how fast the radiation-dominated stage
is reached. Since the exact value w = 1/3 is only achieved asymptotically, we choose the
fairly close value w = 0.3 as a benchmark point marking the end of preheating. The choice
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Figure 7: Comparison of the evolution of the equation-of-state parameter w in the simula-
tions with (the blue line) and without (the purple line) gauge bosons. The simulation with
the bosons terminates earlier because of its high computation cost. Clearly, the presence of
the bosons does not affect the evolution rate of w. The dashed line denotes the time at which
w = 0.3. Time is measured in units of (3.1).

is somewhat arbitrary, but the physical results are not very sensitive to it, as we will see
later. Using the values from eqs. (2.8) and (3.1) and reading the relevant time off of figure 7,
the duration of preheating is estimated as t ∼ 108M−1

P . We then conclude that preheating
is nearly-instantaneous. Finally, we can use the obtained evolution of the energy density
between inflation and radiation domination to calculate the cosmological parameters. During
preheating, the energy content of the Universe is transferred from potential energy of the
inflaton field to the g∗ effective radiating degrees of freedom. If all the energy of the Universe
is contained in radiation, we can define the “effective temperature” as follows:

T (ρ) =

(
30ρ

π2g∗

)1/4

MP . (3.11)

Note that in the absence of dissipation, classical simulations do not thermalize to a Boltzmann
distribution [see, e.g., 49, 50]. Nonetheless, the quantity T (ρ) is useful to compare with the
results obtained within the approximation of an instantaneous preheating. If the energy
transfer from the inflaton field to the Standard Model degrees of freedom is instantaneous,
the potential (2.7) dominates the energy budget, and all of ρ = λM4

P /4ξ
2 is transferred to

radiation, giving us the preheating temperature:

T inst
reh =

(
30λ

4π2ξ2g∗

)1/4

MP . (3.12)

In the program units this corresponds to T̃ =
(
ξ2

λ
120
π2g∗

)1/4
∼ 104, which is slightly below the

UV cutoff k̃UV of the lattice simulation. The simulations give us access to ρ(t), enabling the
direct calculation of the effective temperature at any point during preheating. This is shown
in the left part of figure 8. The right part of the same figure shows the growth of the scale
factor. So, from the trajectories of the bosonless simulation of figure 8, we read the following
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Figure 8: (left) Cooling down of the Universe as the preheating unrolls. Using the value
w = 0.3 to denote the beginning of the radiation-dominated stage, we obtain the value
0.91T inst

reh of the temperature after preheating, where T inst
reh is given in eq. (3.12). (right)

Logarithm of the scale factor normalized to 1 at the end of inflation. We see that the entire
simulation takes less than one e-fold to complete. The equation-of-state parameter w reaches
0.3 by Nreh ≈ 0.14. We use the data from the bosonless simulation. Time is measured in
units of (3.1).

preheating parameters:
Treh ≈ 0.91T inst

reh , Nreh ≈ 0.14 . (3.13)

Here Nreh is the number of e-folds spent during preheating. This result agrees with a more
detailed linearized analysis of tachyonic preheating where backreaction is taken into account
[51]. This somewhat lower value of Treh compared to T inst

reh , together with the non-zero Nreh,
translate into a slightly lower number of e-folds N∗ passed between the pivot scale k∗ and
the end of inflation. However, the corresponding correction to the spectral tilt ns is of order
10−4 and is, hence, completely negligible. Thereby, we confirm the result of the calculation
in Ref. [14], made in the linear regime and using an instantaneous preheating.

4 Conclusions and outlook

An analytical investigation of preheating in Palatini Higgs inflation showed that it occurs
mainly through tachyonic excitations of the Higgs field [14]. In the present paper, we con-
firmed this result by performing a fully-fledged lattice calculation of the nonlinear evolution of
the field perturbations. We did this in a model comprising the radial degree of freedom of the
Higgs field and three scalarized, non-interacting gauge bosons. We found that the inclusion
of such bosons does not significantly affect the parameters of preheating, such as its dura-
tion and temperature. Specifically, we found that the pressure-to-density ratio approaches
0.3 within ∼ 0.1 e-fold, and that the equivalent temperature is roughly 90% of that of an
instantaneous preheating. The deviation from the instantaneous limit results in the shift of
the spectral index by the negligible amount ∼ 10−4.

It would be interesting to study the impact of other Standard Model degrees of freedom on
preheating. For example, in the metric version of Higgs inflation, the mechanisms other than
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the tachyonic instability can lead to the violent preheating: the issue of the spike in the
mass of the longitudinal gauge boson is one, but also, for instance, the violent excitation of
the phase of an Abelian Higgs model [9]. Simulations incorporating the full SU(2) structure
would shed light on the relevance of such phenomena for the preheating in Palatini Higgs
inflation.

Another direction for future research is the inclusion of the coupling to metric perturbations.
This would allow the study of the production of gravitational waves during preheating, which
could be interesting for phenomenology [see, e.g., 52].
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A Derivatives of the Einstein frame potential

Here we write the derivatives of potential (3.4), in the rescaled units (3.3). The derivatives
with respect to the inflaton field read

∂Ṽ tot
E

∂χ̃
=

√
ξ

λ

tanh
(√
ξχ̃
)

cosh2
(√
ξχ̃
)(ξ∑

i

g2
i W̃

2
i + 4λ tanh2

(√
ξχ̃
))

, (A.1)

∂2Ṽ tot
E

∂χ̃2
=

1

λ

ξ

cosh4
(√
ξχ̃
)[ξ(2− cosh

(
2
√
ξχ̃
))∑

i

g2
i W̃

2
i

+ 4λ
(

4− cosh
(
2
√
ξχ̃
))

tanh2
(√

ξχ̃
)]

. (A.2)

The derivatives with respect to the gauge fields read

∂Ṽ tot
E

∂W̃j

=
ξ

λ
tanh2

(√
ξχ̃
)
g2
j W̃j , (A.3)

∂2Ṽ tot
E

∂W̃ 2
j

=
ξ

λ
tanh2

(√
ξχ̃
)
g2
j . (A.4)

The files implementing the derivatives can be found in a GitHub repository [53].
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Figure 9: Relative energy conservation of both simulations, with and without gauge scalars.
All units are in terms of (3.1).

B Conservation of energy in the simulations

We use the first Friedmann equation (2.11) to evolve the scale factor in the simulations. The
second Friedmann equation,

ä

a
= − 1

6M2
P

(
ρ+ 3p

)
, (B.1)

can be used to check the consistency of the simulation at any point in time. In the FRLW
background (2.9), the energy density ρ is given in eq. (2.12) and the pressure is given by

p =
1

2
χ̇2 − 1

6a2
(∇χ)2 − VE(χ) . (B.2)

During the simulation, we compute the left hand side (LHS) and the right hand side (RHS)
of eq. (B.1) and use them to estimate the relative error

∆E(t̃) =

∣∣∣∣LHS− RHS

LHS

∣∣∣∣ . (B.3)

The result is shown in figure 9, both in the absence and presence of the gauge bosons.

Overall the energy is conserved to less than 1%, similar to what was attained in [8].

C Increase of the energy density contained in the bosons at each zero-
crossing

We start with the phase averaged increase in the number density of the gauge bosons after
the jth zero-crossing [14, 36]:(

1

2
+ nj+1

k̃

)
=

(
1 + 2C(tj)

)(
1

2
+ nj

k̃

)
. (C.1)

For convenience, we unpack the C(tj) term:

nj+1
k = njk +

(
1 + 2njk

)
exp

(
−
√

2

3
π

k2

g a2(tj)H(tj)Mp

)
. (C.2)
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The total relative increase I(j) in the energy density after the jth zero-crossing is thereby the
ratio

I(j) =

∫∞
0 dk k3 nj+1

k∫∞
0 dk k3 njk

. (C.3)

We introduce two factors B and B′ converting nk to our units

nk = Bñk̃, (C.4)

dk = B′dk̃, (C.5)

these are readily eliminated from the ratio:

I(j) =

∫∞
0 dk̃ k̃3ñj+1

k̃∫∞
0 dk̃ k̃3ñj

k̃

. (C.6)

Next, we take the initial distribution of ñk̃ on our lattice, that is a step function

ñk̃(0) = A

(
Θ(k̃)−Θ(k̃ − k̃cutoff)

)
(C.7)

with A ∼ 1016 and k̃cutoff = 1500. Upon numerical integration of (C.3), for the W± bosons,
we obtain the following ratio:

I(1) ∼ I(2) = 2.895(5) (C.8)

which can be compared to the ratio obtained on the lattice:

Ilattice(1) ∼ Ilattice(2) = 2.9± 0.1 (C.9)

Where the uncertainty is stemming from the somewhat arbitrary times ("just before" and
"just after" a zero-crossing) at which the densities are read from the lattice trajectories.
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