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In this paper we study the application of four-mode squeezed states in the cosmological context,
studying two weakly coupled scalar fields in the planar patch of the de Sitter space. We construct the
four-mode squeezed state formalism and connect this concept with the Hamiltonian of the two cou-
pled inverted harmonic oscillators having a time-dependent effective frequency in the planar patch
of the de Sitter space. Further, the corresponding evolution operator for the quantum Euclidean
vacuum state has been constructed, which captures its dynamics. Using the Heisenberg picture
coupled differential equations describing the time evolution for all squeezing parameters (amplitude,
phase and angle) have been obtained, for the weakly coupled two scalar field model. With the help
of these evolutions for the coupled system, we simulate the dynamics of the squeezing parameters
in terms of conformal time. From our analysis, we observe interesting dynamics, which helps us to
explore various underlying physical implications of the weakly coupled two scalar field system in the
planar patch of the de Sitter cosmological background.

I. Introduction

The squeezed states in quantum optics have emerged
as non-classical states of light which are a consequence
of Heisenberg’s uncertainty relations. When the uncer-
tainty in one conjugate variable is below the symmetric
limit, compared to the other conjugate variable, without
affecting the Heisenberg’s uncertainty relations, then the
state obtained is called squeezed state. For review on the
fundamentals of squeezed states see [1–8]. These states
have been used in the field of quantum optics [9–13] for
many experimental purposes. From an application per-
spective the squeezed states of light are being used for
various applications in quantum computing [14, 15] and
quantum cryptography [16] because these non-classical
states of light can perform as an elementary resource in
quantum information processing for the continuous vari-
able systems. These states are also now being used in
gravitational wave physics [17–19] to enhance the sen-
sitivity of gravitational wave detectors [20–23], such as
the LIGO [24] and to improve measurement techniques
in quantum metrology [25–31]. For a more broad class of
application of squeezed states see [32–44].

From the cosmological point of view, the use of the
formalism of squeezed states was introduced in one of
the early works by Grishchuk and Sidorov [45, 46] on
the inflationary cosmology where they analysed the fea-
tures of relic gravitons and phenomena such as particle
creation and black-hole evaporation using the two-mode
squeezed state formalism. They showed that the amplifi-
cation of quantum fluctuations into macroscopic pertur-

bations which occurs during cosmic inflation is a process
of quantum squeezing and in the cosmological scenario
they describe primordial density perturbations, amplified
by gravitational instability from the quantum vacuum
fluctuations. Another important work by Andreas Al-
brecht et al. [47] have used the two-mode squeezed state
formalism (for a single field) to understand the inflation-
ary cosmology and the amplification process of quantum
fluctuations during the inflationary epoch. Another more
recent work [48] discussed on four-mode squeezed states
for two quantum systems using the symplectic group the-
ory and its Lie algebra. These works have motivated us
to explore both the theoretical and numerical features of
two coupled scalar fields in the planar patch of the de
Sitter space by developing the formalism and construct-
ing the corresponding four-mode squeezed operator. For
more vast applications of squeezed state formalism in
High energy physics and in cosmology see [41–44, 49–67].
The structure of the paper can be broadly divided into

two parts, section II and section III.
In the section II, we start our analysis by considering

two massive scalar fields in the planar patch of de Sit-
ter space with K as weak coupling constant between the
fields. In subsection IIA, we will quantize the modes of
the two coupled scalar fields. Here for simplicity we will
neglect the “back action” of the scalar fields to the de
Sitter background geometry. We will find the quantized
position and momentum variables for the two coupled
scalar fields on the planar patch of the de Sitter space and
then compute the quantized version of the Hamiltonian,
for our case. In subsection II B, we will briefly present
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the connection between the two coupled inverted quan-
tum harmonic oscillator system and four mode squeezed
state formalism constructed for our model under consid-
eration. In subsection IIC, we will construct four mode
squeezed state operator which will be useful for under-
standing the cosmological implications for two interact-
ing scalar fields and also for other systems which can
be explained in terms of two coupled inverted quantum
harmonic oscillators.

In the section III, we will define the time evolution
operator for the four mode squeezed states, which we
will use to calculate the time dependent (Heisenberg pic-
ture) annihilation and creation operators for two coupled
scalar fields in the planar patch of the de Sitter space. In
subsection IV, we use the Heisenberg equation of mo-
tion to calculate the coupled differential equation for the
mode functions of the two coupled scalar fields in the
planar patch of the de Sitter space. We will also calcu-
late the position and momentum operators in Heisenberg
representation for this model. After that we give the ex-
pression for mode functions by using the set of coupled
differential equation for the mode functions. We give the
expression for the squeezing parameters, R1,k, Θ1,k, Φ1,k,
R2,k, Θ2,k and Φ2,k which governs the evolution of the
quantum state for two coupled scalar fields in the planar
patch of de Sitter space.

II. Four-mode Squeezed State
Formalism for two field

interacting model

In the following section, our prime objective is to con-
struct a formalism for two scalar fields φ1 and φ2, in the
planar patch of de Sitter space, which are weakly inter-
acting with each other through a coupling strength K.
The action for the two scalar fields contain a usual gravi-
tational part with R as Ricci scalar, a matter source term
T , it also contains kinetic term and potential term from
both the fields.

The corresponding action for two coupled interacting
scalar fields [68] in the planar patch of de Sitter space
can be written as:

S =
∫
d3xdt

√
−g
[
− R

16πG + T + 1
2

(
φ̇2

1 −m2
1φ

2
1

)
+ 1

2

(
φ̇2

2 −m2
2φ

2
2

)
− 12KRφ1φ2

]
(1)

Here, the corresponding de Sitter metric in the planar
patch is described by the following line element:

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)dx2 with a(t) = exp(Ht). (2)

Here “a” is the scale factor which is a function of time
and H is the Hubble constant. Also here m1 is the mass

of field φ1 and m2 is the mass of field φ2. Due to hav-
ing the homogeneity and isotropy in the spatially flat
FLRW background having planar de Sitter solution both
the fields are only functions of time and there is no space
dependence. For this reason there is no kinetic term ap-
pearing which involve the space derivatives. Before mov-
ing further we introduce some conditions which will help
us in simplifying the calculations. We define the integral
over the matter source term to be proportional to the
potential function V (a) and is given by:∫

d3x
√
−g T = 1

2V (a) (3)

We will set the Planck length lp = 1 for the rest of the
computation and we also introduce some dimensionless
field variables, which are given by:

µ1(t) = φ1(t)a3/2(t) = exp(3Ht/2)φ1(t),
µ2(t) = φ2(t)a3/2(t) = exp(3Ht/2)φ2(t).

(4)

After doing all this manipulations and using the field
redefinition the Lagrangian for two coupled scalar fields
in the planar patch of de Sitter space can be recast in the
following simplified form:

L = −aȧ
2

2 + V (a)
2 + l1 + l2 + l3 (5)

Where, l1, l2 and l3 are given by the following expres-
sions:

l1 = µ̇2
1

2 −
1
2µ

2
1m

2
1 −

3
2
ȧ

a
µ̇1µ1 + 9

8

(
ȧ

a

)2
µ2

1, (6)

l2 = µ̇2
2

2 −
1
2µ

2
2m

2
2 −

3
2
ȧ

a
µ̇2µ2 + 9

8

(
ȧ

a

)2
µ2

2, (7)

l3 = K

[(
ȧ

a

)2
µ1µ2 −

1
2
ȧ

a
(µ̇1µ2 + µ1µ̇2)

]
. (8)

With the use of Euler Lagrange equations we get the two
equation of motion each for µ1 and µ2 fields are given by:

µ̈1 +
[
m2

1 −
3
2
ä

a
− 3

4

(
ȧ

a

)2
]
µ1

−K2

[
ä

a
+
(
ä

a

)2
]
µ2 = 0, (9)

µ̈2 +
[
m2

2 −
3
2
ä

a
− 3

4

(
ȧ

a

)2
]
µ2

−K2

[
ä

a
+
(
ȧ

a

)2
]
µ1 = 0. (10)

Here we can clearly notice that the above two equations
are coupled differential equation of motion due to having
the interaction in the original theory.
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Now we can construct the Hamiltonian for our theory
from the Lagrangian given in Eq(5). The Hamiltonian
for two interacting scalar fields in the planar patch of de
Sitter background is given by:

H = − π2

2M − V (a)
2 + 1

2
(
π2

1 +m2
1v

2
1
)

+ 1
2
(
π2

2 +m2
2v

2
2
)

(11)
Where, we define:

M = a+ K

a2

[
µ1µ2 + K

4
(
µ2

1 + µ2
2
)]

(12)

π = pa + p1

2a (3µ1 + kµ2) + p2

2a (3µ2 + kµ1) (13)

Here we introduce, pa : Canonically conjugate momenta
of scale factor a, π1, π2 : Canonically conjugate momenta
of redefined fields µ1 and µ2 respectively.

A. Quantizing the Hamiltonian

We will be quantizing the fields µ1 and µ2, and will be
treating gravity classically in this computation. In our
analysis the back reaction from the fields is neglected.
For this reason we expand π2

2M in a series and retain only
the terms π2

a

a (which governs together with the poten-
tial V (a) for a which is a semi-classical behaviour of the
background geometry).

With these condition defined above we get the approx-
imated form of the Hamiltonian as follows:

H ∼ 1
2
(
π2

1 + v2
1m

2
1
)

+ 1
2
(
π2

2 + v2
2m

2
2
)

− p2
a

2a2 [3 (v1π1 + v2π2) +K (v1π2 + v2π1})]

+ Kp2
a

2a4

(
v1v2 + k

4
(
v2

1 + v2
2
)) (14)

where we define pa ∼ −aȧ.
Now we will quantize this Hamiltonian. For this pur-

pose we promote the fields to operators and take the
Fourier decomposition. We use the following ansatz for
Fourier decomposition:

v̂1 =
∫

d3k

(2π)3 v̂1,ke
ik·x,

π̂1 =
∫

d3k

(2π)3 π̂1,ke
ik·x,

v̂2 =
∫

d3k

(2π)3 v̂2,ke
ik·x,

π̂2 =
∫

d3k

(2π)3 π̂2,ke
ik·x.

(15)

For our purpose we will be working in the Schrödinger
picture, where the operators v̂1,k, π̂1,k, v̂2,k and π̂2,k are

fixed at an initial time. We define modes and the asso-
ciated canonically conjugate momenta for the two fields
with initial frequency equal to k which, suitably normal-
ized, give us:

v̂1,k = 1√
2k1

(
b1,k + b†1,k

)
, π̂1,k = i

√
k1

2

(
b†1,k − b1,k

)
v̂2,k = 1√

2k2

(
b2,k + b†2,k

)
, π̂2,k = i

√
k2

2

(
b†2,k − b2,k

)
(16)

The Four-mode Hamiltonian operator after quantiza-
tion for the two scalar fields interacting with each other
via coupling constant K in the planar patch of de Sitter
space can be written in the following simple form:

H(τ) =
(
l1(τ)b1,−kb1,k + l∗1(τ)b†1,kb

†
1,−k

)
+
(
l2(τ), b2,−kb2,k + l∗2(τ)b†2,kb

†
2,−k

)
+
{
ω1(τ)

(
b†1,−kb1,k + b†1,kb1,−k

)
+ ω2(τ)

(
b†2,−kb2,k + b†2,kb2,−k

)
+ g1(τ) (b1,−kb2,k + b1,kb2,−k)

+ g∗1(τ)
(
b†2,kb

†
1,−k + b†2,−kb1,k

)
+ g2(τ)

(
b†1,kb

†
2,−k + b1,−kb

†
2,k

)
+g∗2(τ)

(
b2,−kb

†
1,k + b2,kb

†
1,−k

)}

(17)

Where, the terms l1, l2, ω1, ω2, g1 and g2 are defined
below:

l1(τ) = K2π2
a

16a4m1
+ i

3
4a2πa

l2(τ) = K2π2
a

16a4m2
+ i

3
4a2πa

ω1(τ) = 1
2

(
m1 + K2π2

a

8a4m1

)
ω2(τ) = 1

2

(
m2 + K2π2

a

8a4m2

)
g1(τ) = K2π2

a

4a4
1

√
m1m2

+ i
K2π2

a

4a4
(m1 +m2)
√
m1m

= g2(τ)

(18)

Here it is important to note that, τ represents the con-
formal time which is related to the physical time t by the
following expression:

τ =
∫

dt

a(t) = − 1
H

exp(−Ht). (19)

Consequently, in terms of the conformal time coordinate
the de Sitter metric in planar patch can be recast as:

ds2 = a2(τ)
(
−dτ2 + dx2) where a(τ) = − 1

Hτ
.(20)
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B. The Two Coupled Inverted Harmonic Oscillator

The two coupled inverted quantum harmonic oscilla-
tor [69–71] can be described by the Hamiltonian H which
is the sum of the free Hamiltonian of both the inverted
quantum harmonic oscillators and the interaction Hamil-
tonian Hint which depends on the type interaction be-
tween them and the coupling constant K accounts for
the strength of the interaction between the two coupled
inverted quantum harmonic oscillators:

H =
2∑
i=1

Hi +KHint (21)

Here, Hi is the Hamiltonian of a free two inverted quan-
tum harmonic oscillators:

Hi = p̂2
i

2 −
q̂2
i

2 where i = 1, 2

= i
~
2

(
b̂2i e

2iπ4 − h.c.
)
.

(22)

Here bi corresponds to the annihilation operator for
the quantum harmonic oscillator and index i runs from
1 to 2.

In the present context of discussion we will consider
the construction of General squeeze Hamiltonian. Writ-
ing the free part Hamiltonian in this form facilitates the
comparison with the more general squeeze Hamiltonian,
which we will be considering. The setup of this two cou-
pled inverted harmonic oscillator can be mapped to case
of two coupled scalar fields in de Sitter background as
indicated in the Eq(21) and Eq(17). The free part of
the Hamiltonian for two coupled inverted quantum har-
monic oscillator gets mapped to the terms containing l1,
l∗1 for the first scalar field with modes (1,k, 1,−k) and
the terms containing l2, l∗2 for the second scalar field with
modes (2,k, 2,−k). The free terms with ω1 and ω2 mim-
ics the role of rotation operator which is absent in Eq(21)
but it can be introduced explicitly in it. The interaction
Hamiltonian Hint corresponds to the terms containing
g1, g∗1 , g2 and g∗2 .

C. Four mode Squeezed State operator

Let us consider a state |φ〉in which is the initial refer-
ence vacuum state of the two scalar fields. The final out
state |φ〉out can be obtained by by applying the operator
given in Eq (23) on the initial reference vacuum state of
the two scalar fields.

|φ〉out = S
(1)
1 (r1, θ1)S(2)

1 (r2, θ2)S (r1, r2, θ1, θ2)
R (φ1, φ2) |φ〉in

(23)

Here, the initial vacuum state is |φ〉in and we have

R (φ1, φ2) |0, 0〉 = ei(φ1+φ2)|0, 0〉 (24)

Here, we can see that the contribution of the total rota-
tional operator on the vacuum state just introduces an
overall phase factor and we neglect it for further calcu-
lations of the total squeezed operator for the two scalar
fields in de Sitter background space.
We write the most general Squeezed state in the

present context, which is defined as:

|Ψsq 〉 = S
(1)
1 (r1, θ1)S(2)

1 (r2, θ2)S (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) |0, 0〉
(25)

Here it is important to note that

S
(1)
1 (r1, θ1)S(2)

1 (r2, θ2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
with interaction 1 and 2

6= S
(1)
1 (r1, θ1)S(2)

1 (r2, θ2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
without interaction 1 and 2

(26)
Following are the important points to be noted for oper-
ators S(1)

1 (r1, θ1) , S(2)
1 (r2, θ2) and S (r1, r2, θ1, θ2):

• The contribution from the gravitational part from
the a(t) as well as the interaction part of the fields
appear in S (r1, r2, θ1, θ2)

• The Contribution of µ1 and µ2 with interaction
appears in S(1)

1 (r1, θ1) , S(2)
1 (r2, θ2), which makes

them different from the contribution obtained from
the case when there is no interaction at all.

D. Technical details of the Constructions

Here we will give the calculation of the total squeezed
operator for two scalar fields having interaction with
each other in de Sitter background space. First we con-
sider the operator S(1)

1 (r1, θ1) and write it in the form of
Eq(27) which is the product of usual squeezed operator
for first field and the interaction term given in Eq(28).

S
(1)
1 (r1, θ1) = exp

[r1

2
(
e−2iθ1b21 −e2iθ1b†21

)
+ r1

2

(
e−2iθ1

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

)
−e2iθ1

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

))
= S(non-int.)

1 (r1, θ1)S(1 int. with 2)
1 (r1, θ1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
New Contribution

(27)

where, S(1 int. with 2)
1 (r1, θ1) is the part of the operator

S
(1)
1 (r1, θ1) containing interaction, which is given by:

S(1 int. with 2)
1 (r1, θ1) = exp

[r1

2

{
e−2iθ1

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

)
− e2iθ1

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

)}
+ . . .]

(28)
Similarly we can write for operator S(2)

1 (r2, θ2), which
is also the product of usual squeezed operator for second
field and the term coming from the interaction.

S
(2)
1 (r2, θ2) =

S(non-int.)
1 (r2, θ2)S(2 int. with 1)

1 (r2, θ2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
New Contribution

(29)
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where, Eq(30) represents the interaction part of the op-
erator S(2)

1 (r2, θ2) coming from second field.

S(1 int. with 2)
1 (r2, θ2) = exp

[r2

2

{
e−2iθ2

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

)
− e2iθ1

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

)}
+ . . .]

(30)
Now, the full squeezed state operator is the product

of the usual squeezed operators from both the fields
with the operators with interaction between 1 and 2
fields, a third additional term is also present denoted as
S (r1, r2, θ1, θ2). This is the contribution which is appear-
ing due to commutators between b1, b†1, and b2, b

†
2.

SFull =
S1 (r1, θ1)S1 (r2, θ2)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Without interaction

× Sint.
1 (r1, θ1)Sint.

1 (r2, θ2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Interaction between 1 and 2

× S (r1, θ1, r2, θ2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Additional terms

(31)
In order to construct the additional term

S (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) of the total squeezed operator we
will use the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula. Let us
consider S(1)

1 and S(1)
2 given in Eq (32) and Eq (33).

S
(1)
1 (r1, θ1) = exp

[
r1

2

(
e−2iθ1b21 − e2iθ1b†21

)
+r1

2

{
e−2iθ1

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

)
− e2iθ1

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

)}] (32)

and

S
(2)
1 (r1, θ2) = exp

[
r2

2

(
e−2iθ2b21 − e2iθ2b†21

)
+r2

2

{
e−2iθ2

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

)
− e2iθ2

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

)}] (33)

Now we call,
r1

2

(
e−2iθ1b21 − e2iθ1b†21

)
= α1

r1

2

{
e−2iθ1

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

)
− e2iθ1

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

)}]
= α2

(34)

Similarly we have,
r2

2

(
e−2iθ2b21 − e2iθ2b†22

)
= β1

r2

2

{
e−2iθ2

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

)
− e2iθ2

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

)}]
= β2

(35)

Such that

α1 + α2 = A1

β1 + β2 = A2
(36)

Now we apply the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula
between S(1)

1 and S(1)
2 , where we have defined the terms

in the exponential as A1 and A2.

eA1 · eA2 =
e{A1+A2+ 1

2 [A1,A2]+ 1
12 ([A1,[A1,A2]]−[A2,[A1,A2]])+...}

= eA1︸ ︷︷ ︸
S1

1

eA2︸ ︷︷ ︸
S1

1

ef(A1,A2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
S New Contribution

(37)
We will only consider the BCH-expansion upto

[A1, [A1, A2]] and [A2, [A1, A2]].

f (A1, A2) =
1
2 [A1, A2] + 1

12
(

[A1, [A1, A2]]

− [A2, [A1, A2]]
)

+ · · ·

(38)

First we consider the first commutator in the Eq(38)

[A1, A2] =[α1 + α2, β1 + β2]
[α1, β1] + [α2, β2] + [α2, β1] + [α1, β2]

(39)

Where,

[α1, β1] = 0
[α2, β2] = 0

[α2, β1] = r1r2

2

{(
e−2i(θ1+θ2) −e−2i(θ1−θ2)

)
b1b
†
2

+
(
e2i(θ1−θ2) − e−2i(θ1+θ2)

)
b†1b2

}
[α1, β2] = r1r2

2

{(
e−2i(θ1+θ2) −e−2i(θ1−θ2)

)
b1b
†
2

+
(
e2i(θ1+θ2) − e2i(θ1−θ2)

)
b†1b2

}
(40)

So,

[A1, A2] = [α1, β2] + [α2, β1]

= r1r2

2

{
f1 (θ1, θ2) b1b

†
2 + f2 (θ1, θ2) b†1b2

}
(41)

Where, we have defined f1 (θ1, θ2) and f2 (θ1, θ2) as:

f1 (θ1, θ2) = 2 cos (2 (θ1 + θ2))− 2e−2i(θ1−θ2)

= fReal
1 (θ1 + θ2) + if Im

1 (θ1, θ2)
(42)

with the real and the imaginary part being,

fReal
1 (θ1, θ2) = 2 (cos (2 (θ1 + θ2))− cos(2(θ1 − θ2)))
f Im

1 (θ1, θ2) = 2 sin (2 (θ1 − θ2))
(43)
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and

f2 (θ1, θ2) = e2i(θ1+θ2) − e−2i(θ1+θ2)

= 2i sin (2 (θ1 + θ2))
= fReal

2 (θ1, θ2) + if Im
2 (θ1, θ2)

(44)

where,

fReal
2 (θ1, θ2) = 0
f Im2 (θ1, θ2) = 2 sin (2 (θ1 + θ2))

(45)

So, the first commutator becomes as follows:

[A1, A2] = r1r2 [{cos (2 (θ1 + θ2))− cos(2(θ1 − θ2))
+i sin(2(θ1 + θ2))} b1b†2

+ {i sin(2(θ1 − θ2))} b†1b2
]

(46)
We can express it as follows:

[A1, A2] =
[
f1 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) b1b†2

+f2 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) b†1b2
] (47)

Where, we define f1 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) and f2 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2)
as:

f1 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) = r1r2 [{cos (2 (θ1 + θ2))− cos(2(θ1 − θ2))
+ i sin(2(θ1 − θ2))]

f2 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) = r1r2i[sin(2(θ1 + θ2))]
(48)

Let us denote the following,

P = f1 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) b1b†2
Q = f2 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) b†1b2

(49)

So, [A1, A2] = P + Q. We will now compute the sec-
ond commutator in the expansion which is [A1, [A1, A2]].
The first part of this commutator is [α1, [A1, A2]], which
becomes:

[α1, [A1, A2]]
= [α1, P +Q](
f̃2b1b2 + f̃1b

†
1b
†
2

) (50)

Where

f̃2 = r1f2e
−2iθ1

f̃1 = r1f1e
2iθ1

(51)

Now we will compute the second part of the commu-
tator [A1, [A1, A2]] which is given as [α2, [A1, A2]], Here,
first we write α2 as,

α2 = Θ1 −Θ2 (52)

Where,

Θ1 = r1

2 e
−2iθ1

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

)
Θ2 = r1

2 e
2iθ1

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

) (53)

Using this we have,

[α2, [A1, A2]]
= [Θ1 −Θ2, P +Q]

(54)

where the commutators are as follows:

[Θ1, P ] = r1f1

2 e−2iθ1
(
b1b1 − b†2b

†
2

)
[Θ1, Q] = r1f2

2 e−2iθ1
(
b2b2 − b†1b

†
1

)
[Θ2, P ] = r1f1

2 e2iθ1
(
b1b1 − b†2b

†
2

)
[Θ2, Q] = r1f2

2 e2iθ1
(
b2b2 − b†1b

†
1

)
(55)

The second part of the commutator [A1, [A1, A2]] be-
comes:

[α2 [A1, A2]] =
r1

2

[
e2iθ1

{
f2

(
b†1b
†
1 − b2b2

)
− f1

(
b1b1 − b†2b

†
2

)}
+e−2iθ1

{
f1

(
b1b1 − b†2b

†
2

)
+ f2

(
b2b2 − b†1b

†
1

)}]
(56)

For the third and the last commutator of our truncated
BCH-expansion, we need to calculate [A2, [A1, A2]], and
previously we had defined, A2 = β1 + β2 (36)
Where, we define β1 and β2 as:

β1 = M1 −M2

β2 = N1 −N2
(57)

and hence, from Eq(35) and (57), M1 and M2 becomes:

M1 = r2

2 e
−2iθ2b22, N1 = r2

2

(
e−2iθ2

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

))
M2 = r2

2 e
2iθ2b†22 , N2 = r2

2

(
e2iθ2

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

))
(58)

With the following commutation relation in Eq(59) , we
can write the first part of the [A2, [A1, A2]] commutator.

[M2, P ] = 0 [M1, P ] = r2f1e
−2iθ2b1b2

[M1, Q] = 0 [M2, Q] = −r2f2e
2iθ2b†1b

†
2

(59)

Which is given as follows:

[β1, [A1, A2]] = [β1, P ] + [β1, Q]

= r2

(
f1e
−2iθ2b1b2 + f2e

2iθ2b†1b
†
2

) (60)

Similarly we calculate the second term of the commu-
tator [A2, [A1, A2]] and use the following commutation
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results given in the Eq(61) below,

[N1, P ] = r2f1

2 e−2iθ2
(
b1b1 − b†2b

†
2

)
[N1, Q] = r2f2

2 e−2iθ2
(
b2b2 − b†1b

†
1

)
[N2, P ] = r2f1

2 e2iθ2
(
b1b1 − b†2b

†
2

)
[N2, Q] = r2f2

2 e2iθ2
(
b2b2 − b†1b

†
1

)
(61)

Finally we get the second term of the [A2, [A1, A2]] com-
mutator:

[β2, [A1, A2]] = [β2, P +Q]
= [N1, P ]− [N2, P ] + [N1, Q]− [N2, P ]

= i r2 sin (2θ2)
[
f2

(
b†1b
†
1 − b2b2

)
−f1

(
b1b1 − b†2b

†
2

)] (62)

After calculating the terms in Eq(38), now we rewrite
the combination of [A1, [A1, A2]] and [A2, [A1, A2]] com-
mutators in terms of X1, X2, X3 and X4.

[A1, [A1, A2]]− [A2 [A1, A2]]

= X1b1b2 +X2b
†
1b
†
2 +X3

(
b†1b
†
1 − b2b2

)
+X4

(
b1b1 − b†2b

†
2

) (63)

Where, X1, X2, X3 and X4 are appended below:

X1 =
(
r1f2e

−2iθ1 − r2f1e
−2iθ2

)
X2 =

(
r1f1e

2iθ1 − r2f2e
2iθ2
)

X3 = if2 (r1 sin (2θ1)− r2 sin (2θ2))
X4 = if1 (r2 sin (2θ2)− r1 sin (2θ1))

(64)

Note: Here the ratio of X3 and X4 satisfies the follow-
ing relation given in Eq(65) :

X3

X4
= −f2

f1
(65)

To get the full squeezed operator for our case whose
form is mentioned in Eq(31), we multiply the usual free
squeezed operators from both the fields with the the BCH
expansion given in Eq(37). The total squeezed operator
for two scalar fields in de Sitter background space after
applying the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff will become:

SFull (r1, θ1, r2, θ2) = e(M1+M2+M3) (66)

Where, expM1, and expM2 are the usual free squeezed
operators given as:

expM1 = exp
[r1

2

(
e−2iθ1b21 − e2iθ1b†21

)]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

for“1”.

expM2 = exp
[r2

2

(
e−2iθ2b22 − e2iθ2b†22

)]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

for“2”.

(67)

and expM3 is the operator term which is coming due
to the interaction between both the fields but we will
introduce the coupling constant K as an overall factor in
the exponential which will help us in doing our further
analysis perturbatively in the limit K << 1.

exp{KM3} = exp{K(B1 +B2 +B3 +B4 +B5 +B6)}
(68)

We will introduce the coupling constant K as an overall
factor in the exponential in the above equation Where
the various B terms in the exponential of M3 are:

B1 = r1

2

[
e−2iθ1

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

)
− e2iθ1

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

)]
B2 = r2

2

[
e−2iθ2

(
b1b2 + b†1b

†
2

)
−e2iθ2

(
b†2b
†
1 + b2b1

)]
B3 = [f1 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) b1b†2 +f2 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) b†1b2

]
B4 = 1

12

[
(X1 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) b1b2 +X2 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2) b†1b

†
2

]
B5 = X3 (r1, r2, θ1, θ2)

(
b†1b
†
1 − b2b2

)
B6 = X4 (x1, r2, θ1, θ2)

(
b1b1 − b†2b

†
2

)
(69)

From the next section we will change the notations for
squeezing parameters and replace r1 −→ R1, φ1 −→ Φ1,
θ1 −→ Θ1 and similarly for r2, φ2, θ2 parameters.

III. Calculation for unitary
evolution

To understand the dynamics of the two scalar fields
with interaction in de Sitter background space, we con-
struct the most generic evolution operator U(η1, η2)
which is the product of total squeezed operator and the
total rotational operator for both the fields. The total
rotational operator is defined as follows:

RTotal(Φ1,Φ2) = R1(Φ1)R2(Φ2) (70)

U(η1, η2) =
S1 (R1,Θ1)S2 (R2,Θ2)S12 (R1, R2,Θ1,Θ2)×

R1(Φ1)R2(Φ2)
(71)

In the Heisenberg picture representation the operators
can be v̂1(x, η), π̂1(x, η), v̂2(x, η) and π̂2(x, η) can be
written as follows
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v̂1(x, η) = U† (η, η0) v̂1 (x, η0)U (η, η0)

=
∫

d3k

(2π)3/2 e
ik·x

(
u∗1,k (η) b1,k + u1,−k (η) b†1,−k

)
π̂1(x, η) = U† (η, η0) π̂1 (x, η0)U (η, η0)

=
∫

d3k

(2π)3/2 e
ik·x

(
w∗1,k (η) b1,k + w1,−k (η) b†1,−k

)
v̂2(x, η) = U† (η, η0) v̂2 (x, η0)U (η, η0)

=
∫

d3k

(2π)3/2 e
ik·x

(
u∗2,k (η) b2,k + u2,−k (η) b†2,−k

)
π̂2(x, η) = U† (η, η0) π̂2 (x, η0)U (η, η0)

=
∫

d3k

(2π)3/2 e
ik·x

(
w∗2,k (η) b2,k + w2,−k (η) b†2,−k

)
(72)

In Schrödinger representation the position and momen-
tum operators v1,k, π1,k and v2,k, π2,k for both the scalar
fields in terms of annihilation and creation operator can
be written in the following manner:

v1,k (η) = 1√
2k1

(
b1,k (η) + b†1,−k (η)

)
π1,k (η) = i

√
k1

2

(
b1,k (η)− b†1,−k (η)

)
v2,k (η) = 1√

2k2

(
b2,k (η) + b†2,−k (η)

)
π2,k (η) = i

√
k2

2

(
b2,k (η)− b†2,−k (η)

)
(73)

Where b1,k (η), b1,−k(η), b2,k(η) and b2,−k(η) are the
annihilation and creation operators in time dependent
Heisenberg representation for the two coupled scalar
fields in de Sitter background space and using the fac-
torized representation of the unitary time evolution op-
erator introduced in the Eq(71), the expression for the
annihilation operator for field 1 can be written at any
arbitrary time scale as:

b1(η) ≡ U† (η, η0) b2U (η, η0)
= R†1(Φ1)R†2(Φ2)S†12 (R1, R2,Θ1,Θ2)S†2 (R2,Θ2)S†1 (R1,Θ1) b1S1 (R1,Θ1)S2 (R2,Θ2)S12 (R1, R2,Θ1,Θ2)
×R1(Φ1)R2(Φ2)
= R†1(Φ1)R†2(Φ2)((coshR1)S†12b1S12 − (sinhR1) e2Θ1S†12b

†
1S12)R1(Φ1)R2(Φ2)

(74)

Using the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula upto
linear order in coupling constant K, the annihilation op-
erator b1 becomes (75). The total expression is the sum
of the free part which is the usual time dependent ex-
pression for the annihilation operator on applying the

squeezed operator (without interaction term) and there
are extra terms with factor K, coming due to the inter-
action between both the fields. For the creation operator
b†1 of field 1, one can take the conjugate of Eq(74) or (75).

b1(η) =
(

coshR1e
−iΦ1b1 − ei(Φ1+2Θ1) sinhR1b

†
1

)
+K

{(
− coshR1 (i (R1 sin 2Θ1+ +R2 sin 2Θ2))− X2

12

− e2iΘ1 (sinhR1) (f1)
)
eiΦ2b†2 +

[
(coshR1) f2 + e2iΘ1 (i (R1 sin 2Θ1 +R2 sin 2Θ2))− X1

12

]
(sinhR1)e−iΦ2b2

+
[

coshR1

2 (R1 sin 2Θ1 +R2 sin 2Θ2)2 − sinhR1e
2iΘ1

(
X4

6

)]
e−iΦ1b1 +

[
coshR1

(
X3

6

)
− e2iΘ1

2 sinhR1×

(R1 sin 2Θ1 +R2 sin 2Θ2)2
]
eiΦ1b†1

}
+ . . .

(75)

Now for operator b2, we will apply the same factor-
ized representation of the unitary time evolution operator
mentioned in the Eq(71), the expression for the annihila-

tion operator for field 2 can be written at any arbitrary
time scale as Eq(76). For the creation operator b†2 of field
2, one can take the conjugate of Eq(76) or (77).
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b2(η) ≡ U† (η, η0) b2U (η, η0)
= R†1(Φ1)R†2(Φ2)S†12 (R1, R2,Θ1,Θ2)S†2 (R2,Θ2)S†1 (R1,Θ1) b2S1 (R1,Θ1)S2 (R2,Θ2)S12 (R1, R2,Θ1,Θ2)×
R1(Φ1)R2(Φ2) = R†1(Φ1)R†2(Φ2)((coshR1)S†12b2S12 − (sinhR1) e2Θ1S†12b

†
2S12)R1(Φ1)R2(Φ2)

(76)

Using the same Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula
upto linear order in coupling constant K, for the annihi-
lation operator b2 becomes (77). Here also we see that the
total expression is sum of the free part which is the usual
time dependent expression for the annihilation operator

on applying the squeezed operator and the terms with
factor K, coming due the presence of S (R1,Θ1, R2,Θ2)
operator which is accounting for the interaction between
the two fields.

b2(η) =
(

coshR2e
−iΦ2b2 − ei(Φ2+2Θ2) sinhR2b

†
2

)
+K

({
− i coshR2 (R1 sin 2Θ1+ +R2 sin 2Θ2)− coshR2

(
X2

12

)
− e2iΘ2 sinhR2 (f2)

}
eiΦ1b†1 +

(
f1 coshR2 + e2iΘ2 sinhR2 (−i (R1 sin 2Θ1 +R2 sin 2Θ2) +X1

12

)
e−iΦ1b1+{

(R1 sin 2Θ1 +R2 sin 2Θ2)2 coshR2

2 + e2iΘ2 sinhR2

(
X3

6

)}
e−iΦ2b2 +

{
− (R1 sin 2Θ1 +R2 sin 2Θ2)2 sinhR2×(

e2iΘ2

2

)
− X4

6 coshR2

}
eiΦ2b†2

)
+ . . .

(77)

IV. Evolution equations

After getting the time evolution of operators b1 and
b2, we compute the expressions for the differential equa-
tion of mode functions u1,k, u2,k, w1,k and w2,k for the
two coupled scalar fields in de Sitter background space
because it is crucial step for getting the evolution equa-
tion in terms of differential equation for squeeze factor
R1,k, R2,k, squeeze phase Θ1,k,Θ2,k and squeeze angle
Φ1,k,Φ2,k. For calculating the differential equation we
apply the Heisenberg equation of motion Eq(78) for dif-
ferent position and momentum operators. Using the
Heisenberg equation of motion we will find that the mode
functions u1,k, u2,k, w1,k and w2,k satisfy the Hamilton
equations Eq(79) This set of four differential equation are
the classical equation of motion. There are 2 pairs one
for each scalar fields the two pairs are symmetric with
each other (only differ in indexing variable) but they are
also coupled differential equation equation with coupling
constant K. These equations tells us the dynamics of the
position and momentum variables of the classical two in-
teracting scalar field theory given by the action in Eq(1).

d

dt
Oi = i [H,Oi] (78)

Where Oi = {v1, π1, v2, π2}.

u′1,k = w1,k −
(
P 2
a

2a2

)
(3u1,k +Ku2,k) .

u′2,k = w2,k −
(
Pa2

2a2

)
(3u2,k +Ku1,k) .

w′1,k = −
(
m2

1 + K2P 2
a

4a4

)
u1,k −

(
P 2
a

2a2

)
(3w1,k +Kw2,k)

+
(
KP 2

a

2a4

)
u2,k.

w′2,k = −
(
m2

2 + K2P 2
a

4a4

)
u2,k −

(
P 2
a

2a2

)
(3w2,k +Kw1,k)

+
(
KP 2

a

2a4

)
u1,k.

(79)
We can notice that if we switch off the interaction
strength between the two fields by setting K = 0, we
will get two independent sectors of scalar fields which are
symmetric and decoupled with each other. Now having
these mode function equations are very useful because
one can calculate the equation of motion for R, Θ and Φ
for both the interacting fields.
Before moving further we will give a summary of var-

ious calculations done till now. We have quantized the
Hamiltonian of the two coupled scalar fields in de Sit-
ter background space Eq(17), We have shown how the
quantized Hamiltonian can be mapped to the two-mode
coupled harmonic oscillator. We calculated the four-
mode squeezed operator for this quantized Hamiltonian
and using the four-mode squeezed operator and the total
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rotation operator we have defined the evolution opera-
tor, which have R1,k, Θ1,k, Φ1,k, R2,k, Θ2,k and Φ2,k
as functional variables and this evolution operator gov-
erns the properties of the vacuum state for the present
cosmological setup. Using the expansion of the position
and momentum operators in terms of annihilation and
creation operators in Heisenberg’s representation we cal-

culated the coupled differential equation for the mode
functions. From Eq(72) we get the time dependent posi-
tion and momentum operators where, we have used the
Heisenberg representation of b1,k and b2,k.

Here, Eq(80) consists of time dependent expression for
the operators v̂1,k and π̂1,k

v̂1,k(η) = 1√
2k

[
b1,k

(
coshR1,ke

−iΦ1,k − sinhR1,ke
−i(Φ1,k+2Θ1,k) +KeiΦ1,k

(
− sinhR1,ke

2iΘ1,k
X4

6 + coshR1,k
X3
†

6

))

+b†1,−k

(
coshR1,ke

iΦ1,k − sinhR1,ke
i(Φ1,k+2Θ1,k) +KeiΦ1,k

(
− sinhR1,ke

2iΘ1,k
X4
†

6 + coshR1,k
X3

6

))]
+ · · ·

π̂1,~k(η) =− i
√
k

2

[
b1,k

(
coshR1,ke

−iΦ1,k + sinhR1,ke
−i(Φ1,k+2Θ1,k) −KeiΦ1,k

(
sinhR1,ke

2iΘ1,k
X4

6 + coshR1,k
X3
†

6

))

+b†1,−k

(
coshR1,ke

iΦ1,k + sinhR1,ke
i(Φ1,k+2Θ1,k) +KeiΦ1,k

(
− sinhR1,ke

2iΘ1,k
X4
†

6 − coshR1,k
X3

6

))]
+ · · ·

(80)

Here, Eq(81) consists of time dependent expres-
sion for the operators v̂1,k and π̂1,k and the “ · · ·′′ in
Eq((80), (81)) represents the contributions from other

field which we will neglect because in Eq((72),(73)) the
position and momentum operators do not contain the
creation and annihilation operators of other fields.

v̂2,k(η) = 1√
2k

[
b2,k

(
coshR2,ke

−iΦ2,k − sinhR2,ke
−i(Φ2,k+2Θ2,k) +KeiΦ2,k

(
sinhR2,ke

2iΘ2,k
X4

6 − coshR2,k
X3
†

6

))

+b†1,−k

(
coshR2,ke

iΦ2,k − sinhR2,ke
i(Φ2,k+2Θ2,k) +KeiΦ2,k

(
sinhR2,ke

2iΘ2,k
X4
†

6 − coshR2,k
X3

6

))]
+ · · ·

π̂1,~k(η) =− i
√
k

2

[
b2,k

(
coshR2,ke

−iΦ2,k + sinhR2,ke
−i(Φ2,k+2Θ2,k) +KeiΦ2,k

(
sinhR2,ke

2iΘ2,k
X4

6 + coshR2,k
X3
†

6

))

+b†1,−k

(
coshR2,ke

iΦ2,k + sinhR2,ke
i(Φ2,k+2Θ2,k) +KeiΦ2,k

(
sinhR2,ke

2iΘ2,k
X4
†

6 + coshR2,k
X3

6

))]
+ · · ·

(81)

On comparing the time dependent form of operators
for position and momentum for both the fields given in

Eq(80),(81) with (72) we can identify the mode functions
to be
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u1,k(η) = 1√
2k

[
coshR1,ke

iΦ1,k − sinhR1,ke
i(Φ1,k+2Θ1,k) +KeiΦ1,k

(
− sinhR1,ke

2iΘ1,k
X4
†

6 + coshR1,k
X3

6

)]

w1,k(η) = i

√
k

2

[
coshR1,ke

iΦ1,k + sinhR1,ke
i(Φ1,k+2Θ1,k) +KeiΦ1,k

(
− sinhR1,ke

2iΘ1,k
X4
†

6 − coshR1,k
X3

6

)]

u2,k(η) = 1√
2k

[
coshR2,ke

iΦ2,k − sinhR2,ke
i(Φ2,k+2Θ2,k) +KeiΦ2,k

(
sinhR2,ke

2iΘ2,k
X4
†

6 − coshR2,k
X3

6

)]

w2,k(η) = i

√
k

2

[
coshR2,ke

iΦ2,k + sinhR2,ke
i(Φ2,k+2Θ2,k) +KeiΦ2,k

(
sinhR2,ke

2iΘ2,k
X4
†

6 + coshR2,k
X3

6

)]
(82)

and these above equations define the transformation between the variables which are in the Schrödinger representa-
tion with the mode functions in the Heisenberg representation. It is now a matter of algebra to show that Hamilton’s
equations for the mode functions (79) give the equations of motion for

R′1,k = λ1,k cos 2 (ϕ1,k −Θ1,k) +KY1

Θ′1,k = −Ω1,k + λ1,k
2 (tanhR1,k + cothR1,k) sin 2 (ϕ1,k −Θ1,k)

+KY2

Φ′1,k = Ω1,k − λ1,k tanhR1,k sin 2 (ϕ1,k −Θ1,k) +KY3

R′2,k = λ2,k cos 2 (ϕ2,k −Θ2,k) +KY4

Θ′2,k = −Ω2,k + λ2,k
2 (tanhR2,k + cothR2,k) sin 2 (ϕ2,k −Θ2,k)

+KY5

Φ′2,k = Ω2,k − λ2,k tanhR2,k sin 2 (ϕ2,k −Θ2,k) +KY6

(83)

Where Yi’s are the contributions coming from the in-
teraction between the two scalar fields. Here we have
considered the effects of perturbation terms only upto
O(R2). Yi’s are given in the appendix. VIIA.
and

Ωi,k = k

2
(
1 + c2si

)
(84)

λi,k =
[(

k

2
(
1− c2si

))2
+
(

3Pa2

2a2

)2] 1
2

(85)

ϕi,k = −π2 + 1
2 arctan

(
ka2

3Pa2
(
1− c2si

))
. (86)

The index i runs from 1 and 2. Here the csi is the
effective sound speed for two fields and is given by

k2 c2si =
[

(mi)2 +
(
K2Pa

2

4a4

)]
(87)

Note: We will not consider term with K2 because we are
considering terms which are first order in K.
The differential equations given in Eq[(83)] are very

useful because these equations govern the dynamics of
the variables: R1,k, Θ1,k, Φ1,k, R2,k, Θ2,k and Φ2,k which

effects the evolution operator for the four mode squeezed
states in de Sitter background space. Hence, these equa-
tions can be used for numerical studies of the two coupled
scalar fields in de Sitter space.

V. Numerical Analysis

In this Section we present the numerical analysis for
two coupled scalar fields which are weakly interacting
with coupling strength K � 1 and we will do the numer-
ical analysis in the limit where the interaction terms are
highly linear in nature. We will study the behaviour of
squeezing parameter with respect to the conformal time
for this particular setup. We give the differential equation
for squeezed parameters of the two coupled scalar fields
in de Sitter background space in eq (88). The interact-
ing parts in these set of six equations contain only terms
which are linear in nature. We have chosen this limit in
order to understand the numerical behaviour of squeezing
parameters in a compact manner. For numerical analysis
we set the momentum pa = 0.1, The Hubble parameter
is set to 0.1 in natural units, we take k = 0.0001Mpc−1

and a = − 1
Hη .
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R′1,k(η) = λ1,k(η) cos[2(ϕ1,k(η) + Θ1,k(η))] + K

6k

(
i(2kP (η)R1,k(η) + (−2kP (η) + 3iS(η))R2,k(η)− 3S(η)(i + Φ1,k(η)

−Φ2,k(η))
))

R′2,k(η) = λ2,k(η) cos[2(ϕ2,k(η) + Θ1,k(η))] +K

(
1
3

(
P (η)− P (η)R1,k(η) + P (η)R2,k(η) + 3S(η)Θ2,k(η)

k

))
Θ′1,k(η) = −Ω1,k − (λ1,k sin[2(ϕ1,k + Θ1,k(η))]) coth[2R1,k(η)] +K

(
1

12kR1,k(η) (3S(η) + (−2ikP (η)− 3S(η))R2,k(η)

−4kP (η)Θ1,k(η)− 2kP (η)Φ1,k(η)− 3iS(η)Φ1,k(η) + 2kP (η)Φ2,k(η) + 3iS(η)Φ2,k(η)+ R1,k(η)(2ikP (η)− 3S(η)

− 4kP (η)Θ1,k(η) + 6iS(η)Θ1,k(η) +R2,k(η)(3S(η) + 8kP (η)Θ1,k(η)) + 3iS(η)Φ1,k(η)− 3iS(η)Φ2,k(η)))
)

Θ′2,k(η) = −Ω2,k − (λ2,k sin[2(ϕ2,k + Θ2,k(η))]) coth[2R2,k(η)] +K

(
1

12kR2,k(η) (3S(η) +R1,k(η)(−2ikP (η)− 3S(η)+

3S(η)R2,k(η))− 4kP (η)Θ2,k(η) + 2kP (η)Φ1,k(η) + 3iS(η)Φ1,k(η)− 2kP (η)Φ2,k(η)− 3iS(η)Φ2,k(η)

+R2,k(η)(2ikP (η)− 3S(η)− 4kP (η)Θ2,k(η) + 6iS(η)Θ2,k(η)− 3iS(η)Φ1,k(η) + 3iS(η)Φ2,k(η)))
)

Φ′1,k(η) = Ω1,k − λ1,k tanh[R1,k(η)] sin[2(ϕ1,k + Θ1,k(η))]

+K

(
i(2kP (η)R1,k(η) + (−2kP (η) + 3iS(η))R2,k(η)− 3S(η)(i+ Φ1,k(η)− Φ2,k(η)))

6k

)
Φ′2,k(η) = Ω2,k − λ2,k tanh[R2,k(η)] sin[2(ϕ2,k + Θ2,k(η))]

−K
(
i((2kP (η)− 3iS(η))R1,k(η)− 2kP (η)R2,k(η) + 3S(η)(i− Φ1,k(η) + Φ2,k(η)))

6k

)
(88)

In fig (1), we have plotted three graphs which shows the
behaviour of squeezing parameters with respect to the η
for the two coupled scalar fields Fig (1(a)) represents be-
haviour of the squeezing amplitude R1,k for first field and
R2,k for second field with respect to the conformal time η.
We observe that the squeezing amplitude at early times
for the two fields are different which is due to the reason
that the contribution from the interacting terms in both
the field is different. We see that the R1,k dominates over
R2,k at early times and behaviour for both the squeezing
amplitude is similar i.e, both the squeezing amplitudes
decrease as we move towards the more negative value of
the conformal time η and at η ≈ 0 which is the present
time of the universe the distinguishability between the
squeezing amplitude for the two fields vanishes.

In fig (1(b)), we have plotted the squeezing angle or ro-
tation angle, Θ1,k for first field and Θ2,k for second field.
The squeezing angle for the two fields at early time or
more negative value of conformal time shows that squeez-
ing angle of second field is dominating over the first field
but as we move towards the right of the graph the field
one dominates and decreases and then the second field
dominates. But when we move toward the present time
η = 0 we see that the these interchanging dominance
effects vanishes and squeezing angles for both fields sat-
urates to a particular constant value.

The behaviour for the squeezing phase parameters with

respect to the conformal time η has been shown in fig
(1(c)). Here squeezing phase Φ1,k is for first field and
Φ2,k is for second field. We observe that its nature is
similar to that of squeezing amplitude parameter shown
in fig(1(a)), but there is one difference which is the dom-
inance of squeezing phase of second field over the first
field, which was another way around in case of squeezing
amplitude parameter. We see that in case of squeezing
phase the difference in the two fields vanishes and attains
a constant value.

In fig (2) we again plot the squeezing parameters but
with a different value of effective sound speed parameter
cs1 and cs2. We set the effective sound speed param-
eter for both fields to its lowest bound which is 0.024.
Here the coupling strength K = 0.1. We observe a simi-
lar behaviour for all the three squeezing parameters but
one new observation which we can see in fig (2(a)) and
fig(2(c)) is that the squeezing amplitude and squeezing
phase tends to zero as we move towards more negative
value of conformal time. All the three graphs in fig (2)
gets shifted towards right or near the origin as compared
to the graphs in fig (1).
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FIG. 1. Behaviour of the squeezing parameters, such as squeezing amplitude in fig (2(a)), squeezing angle in fig (2(b)), squeezing
phase in fig (2(c)) with respect to the conformal time η for two coupled scalar fields with coupling strength K = 0.01 and the
effective sound speed parameter cs1 and cs2 for both the fields is equal to 1.

VI. Conclusion

This work dealt with the mathematical formalism of
four mode squeezed state in cosmology. From the cosmo-
logical perspective we have encountered two scalar fields,
where the metric of the background space was set to de
Sitter. The motivation for choosing this particular metric
was the following setup of the action which we have cho-
sen can be helpful to understand the dynamics of the two
scalar fields in FRW cosmological universe. The analysis
of our present work can be helpful in the limit where the
two scalar fields are weakly coupled K << 1 and the per-
turbation effects was taken only upto linear order O(R).
This work could be summarised in following points:

• We have quantized the modes of the two coupled
scalar fields µ1 and µ2. We have also calculated
the position and momentum variables for the same
in de Sitter background space and obtained the
quantized HamiltonianH. We made connection be-
tween the two coupled inverted quantum harmonic
oscillator system and four mode squeezed state for-

malism.

• We have given a detailed calculation for construct-
ing the four mode squeezed state operator which is
useful for understanding the cosmological action for
the two interacting scalar fields and also for other
systems which can be explained in terms of two
coupled inverted quantum harmonic oscillators.

• The time evolution operator for the four mode
squeezed states is also given, which we have used
to calculate the time dependent (Heisenberg pic-
ture) annihilation and creation operators for two
coupled scalar fields in de Sitter background space.
Using the Heisenberg equation of motion, we have
calculated the coupled differential equation for the
mode functions of the two coupled scalar fields in
de Sitter space.

• We presented the expression for R1,k, Θ1,k, Φ1,k,
R2,k, Θ2,k and Φ2,k which are the parameters of
the evolution operator for four mode squeezed state



14

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2
0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

K

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2
-2

-1

0

1

2

3

4

5

K

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2
0.75

0.80

0.85

0.90

0.95

1.00

1.05

K

FIG. 2. Behaviour of the squeezing parameters, such as squeezing amplitude in fig (1(a)), squeezing angle in fig (1(b)), squeezing
phase in fig (1(c)) with respect to the conformal time η for two coupled scalar fields with coupling strength K = 0.1 and the
effective sound speed parameter cs1 and cs2 for both the fields is equal to 0.024.

and which governs the evolution of the state for two
coupled scalar fields in de Sitter metric.

• We conclude the work by analysing the behaviour of
the squeezing parameters for the two coupled scalar
fields. We found during early conformal time, the
distinction between the squeezing parameters were
noticeable. As we move to current time, η ≈ 0,
we find that the parameters converge and become
indistinguishable.

With this tools in hand it would be interesting to com-
pute quantum information quantities such as entangle-
ment entropy, quantum discord, circuit complexity and
many more quantum information theoretic measures for
two coupled scalar fields in de Sitter space. This will
going to help us to know about the feature and the
behaviour of the long range quantum correlations for
the system under consideration. Earlier the formalism
was not developed for the four-mode squeezed states for
which these crucial aspects was not studied in the pre-

vious works. Now since the formalism is developed and
we know how to handle the system numerically, it would
be really good to study the mentioned aspects in near
future.
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VII. Appendix

A. Interacting part of differential equations

Y1 =
(− (A3B2E1 −A2B3E1 −A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3 −A1B2E3) (C6D5F4 − C5D6F4 − C6D4F5 + C4D6F5
+C5D4F6−C4D5F6)(B2E1a0−B1E2a0−A2E1b0 +A1E2b0 +A2B1e0−A1B2e0) + (x21A2B1−x21A1B2−x0A2E1
+x3B2E1 +x0A1E2−x3B1E2)(A3B2E1−A2B3E1−A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3−A1B2E3)(D6F5C0−D5F6C0
−C6F5D0 + C5F6D0 + C6D5F0 − C5D6F0)R1

2 + (C6D5F4 − C5D6F4 − C6D4F5 + C4D6F5 + C5D4F6 − C4D5F6)
(B3E2A0 −B2E3A0 −A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0 −A2B3E0)R2(−x7A2E1 + x7A1E2 + (−x18A2B1 + x18A1B2
−x6A2E1+x2B2E1+x6A1E2−x2B1E2)R2)R1(x5(A2E1−A1E2)(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5+C4D6F5+C5D4F6
−C4D5F6)(−B3E2A0 +B2E3A0 +A3E2B0 −A2E3B0 −A3B2E0 +A2B3E0) + (−x19 (A2B1 −A1B2) (C6D5F4
−C5D6F4 − C6D4F5 + C4D6F5 + C5D4F6 − C4D5F6)(−B3E2A0 +B2E3A0 +A3E2B0 −A2E3B0 −A3B2E0
+A2B3E0)−x1(B2E1−B1E2)(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5 +C4D6F5 +C5D4F6−C4D5F6)(−B3E2A0 +B2E3A0
+A3E2B0 −A2E3B0 −A3B2E0 +A2B3E0)− (x20A2B1 −X20A1B2 + x8A2E1 − x4B2E1 − x8A1E2 + x4B1E2)
(A3B2E1−A2B3E1−A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3−A1B2E3)(D6F5C0−D5F6C0−C6F5D0 +C5F6D0 +C6D5F0
−C5D6F0))R2)) /((A3B2E1−A2B3E1−A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3−A1B2E3)2(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5
+C4D6F5 + C5D4F6 − C4D5F6))
Y4 =
((−C6D5F4 + C5D6F4 + C6D4F5 − C4D6F5 − C5D4F6 + C4D5F6)(B3((−A2E1 +A1E2)(D6F5 −D5F6)c0+
C6d1F5(E2A0 −A2E0) + C5d1F6(−E2A0 +A2E0) + C6(A2E1 −A1E2)(F5d0 −D5f0)− C5(A2E1 −A1E2)
(F6d0 −D6f0)) +B2((A3E1 −A1E3)(D6F5 −D5F6)c0 + C5d1F6(E3A0 −A3E0) + C6d1F5(−E3A0 +A3E0)−
C6(A3E1 −A1E3)(F5d0 −D5f0) + C5(A3E1 −A1E3)(F6d0 −D6f0)) + (A3E2 −A2E3)(B1(−D6F5 +D5F6)c0
−C6(d1F5B0 −B1F5d0 +B1D5f0) + C5(d1F6B0 −B1F6d0 +B1D6f0))) + (A3B2E1 −A2B3E1 −A3B1E2
+A1B3E2 +A2B1E3 −A1B2E3)(x25C6D5 − x25C5D6 − x17C6F5 + x12D6F5 + x17C5F6 − x12D5F6)(D6F5C0
−D5F6C0 − C6F5D0 + C5F6D0 + C6D5F0 − C5D6F0)R2

1 + (x23(C6D5 − C5D6)(C6D5F4 − C5D6F4 − C6D4F5
+C4D6F5 +C5D4F6−C4D5F6)(B3E2A0−B2E3A0−A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0−A2B3E0)+x11(D6F5−D5F6)
(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5 +C4D6F5 +C5D4F6−C4D5F6)(B3E2A0−B2E3A0−A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0
−A2B3E0)− (A3B2E1 −A2B3E1 −A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3 −A1B2E3)(x26C6D5 − x26C5D6 + x16C6F5
−x13D6F5 − x16C5F6 + x13D5F6)(D6F5C0 −D5F6C0 − C6F5D0 + C5F6D0 + C6D5F0 − C5D6F0))R1R2
+(x24C6D5 − x24C5D6 + x10D6F5 − x10D5F6)(C6D5F4 − C5D6F4 − C6D4F5 + C4D6F5 + C5D4F6 − C4D5F6)
(B3E2A0 −B2E3A0 −A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0 −A2B3E0)R2

2)/((A3B2E1 −A2B3E1 −A3B1E2
+A1B3E2 +A2B1E3 −A1B2E3)(C6D5F4 − C5D6F4 − C6D4F5 + C4D6F5 + C5D4F6 − C4D5F6)2)
Y2 =
((A3B2E1 −A2B3E1 −A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3 −A1B2E3)(B3E1a0 −B1E3a0 −A3E1b0 +A1E3b0
+A3B1e0 −A1B3e0) + ((x21A3B1 − x21A1B3 − x0A3E1 + x3B3E1 + x0A1E3 − x3B1E3)(−A3B2E1 +A2B3E1
+A3B1E2 −A1B3E2 −A2B1E3 +A1B2E3)(D6F5C0 −D5F6C0 − C6F5D0 + C5F6D0 + C6D5F0 − C5D6F0)R2

1)/
(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5 +C4D6F5 +C5D4F6−C4D5F6) + x7(A3E1−A1E3)(B3E2A0−B2E3A0−A3E2B0
+A2E3B0+A3B2E0−A2B3E0)R2+(x18A3B1−x18A1B3+x6A3E1−x2B3E1−x6A1E3+x2B1E3)(B3E2A0−B2E3A0
−A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0 −A2B3E0)R2

2 +R1(x5(A3E1 −A1E3)(B3E2A0 −B2E3A0 −A3E2B0 +A2E3B0
+A3B2E0 −A2B3E0) + (−x1(B3E1 −B1E3)(B3E2A0 −B2E3A0 −A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0 −A2B3E0)
+x19(A3B1 −A1B3)(−B3E2A0 +B2E3A0 +A3E2B0 −A2E3B0 −A3B2E0 +A2B3E0)− ((x20A3B1 − x20A1B3
+x8A3E1 − x4B3E1 − x8A1E3 + x4B1E3)(−A3B2E1 +A2B3E1 +A3B1E2 −A1B3E2 −A2B1E3 +A1B2E3)
(D6F5C0 −D5F6C0 − C6F5D0 + C5F6D0 + C6D5F0 − C5D6F0))/(C6D5F4 − C5D6F4 − C6D4F5 + C4D6F5
+C5D4F6 − C4D5F6))R2))/(A3B2E1 −A2B3E1 −A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3 −A1B2E3)2

Y5 =
((C6D5F4 − C5D6F4 − C6D4F5 + C4D6F5 + C5D4F6 − C4D5F6)(B3((−A2E1 +A1E2)(D6F4 −D4F6)c0 + C6d1F4
(E2A0 −A2E0) + C4d1F6(−E2A0 +A2E0) + C6(A2E1 −A1E2)(F4d0 −D4f0)− C4(A2E1 −A1E2)(F6d0 −D6f0))
+B2((A3E1 −A1E3)(D6F4 −D4F6)c0 + C4d1F6(E3A0 −A3E6) + C6d1F4(−E3A0 +A3E6)− C6(A3E1 −A1E3)
(F4d0 −D4f0) +C4(A3E1 −A1E3)(F6d0 −D6f0)) + (A3E2 −A2E3)(B1(−D6F4 +D4F6)c0 −C6(d1F4B0 −B1F4d0
+B1D4f0) +C4(d1F6B0 −B1F6d0 +B1D6f0))) + (A3B2E1 −A2B3E1 −A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3 −A1B2E3)
(x25C6D4 − x25C4D6 − x17C6F4 + x12D6F4 + x17C4F6 − x12D4F6)(−D6F5C6 +D5F6C6 + C6F5D0 − C5F6D0
−C6D5F6 + C5D6F6)R2

1 + (x23(C6D4 − C4D6)(−C6D5F4 + C5D6F4 + C6D4F5 − C4D6F5 − C5D4F6 + C4D5F6)
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(B3E2A0−B2E3A0−A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0−A2B3E0)+x11(D6F4−D4F6)(−C6D5F4 +C5D6F4 +C6D4F5
−C4D6F5−C5D4F6+C4D5F6)(B3E2A0−B2E3A0−A3E2B0+A2E3B0+A3B2E0−A2B3E0)−(A3B2E1−A2B3E1
−A3B1E2+A1B3E2+A2B1E3−A1B2E3)(x26C6D4−x26C4D6+x16C6F4−x13D6F4−x16C4F6+x13D4F6)(−D6F5C0
+D5F6C0 +C6F5D0−C5F6D0−C6D5F0 +C5D6F0))R1R2 +(x24C6D4−x24C4D6 +x16D6F4−x10D4F6)(−C6D5F4
+C5D6F4 +C6D4F5−C4D6F5−C5D4F6 +C4D5F6)(B3E2A0−B2E3A0−A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0−A2B3E0)
R2

2)/((A3B2E1 −A2B3E1 −A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3 −A1B2E3)(C6D5F4 − C5D6F4 − C6D4F5 + C4D6F5
+C5D4F6 − C4D5F6)2)
Y3 =
(−(A3B2E1−A2B3E1−A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3−A1B2E3)(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5 +C4D6F5 +C5D4F6
−C4D5F6)(B2E1a0−B1E2a0−A2E1b0 +A1E2b0 +A2B1e0−A1B2e0) + (x21A2B1−x21A1B2−x9A2E1 +x3B2E1
+x9A1E2−x3B1E2)(A3B2E1−A2B3E1−A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3−A1B2E3)(D6F5C0−D5F6C0−C6F5D0
+C5F6D0 + C6D5F0 − C5D6F0)R2

1 + (C6D5F4 − C5D6F4 − C6D4F5 + C4D6F5 + C5D4F6 − C4D5F6)(B3E2A0
−B2E3A0 −A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0 −A2B3E0)R2(−x7A2E1 + x7A1E2 + (−x18A2B1 + x18A1B2 − x6A2E1
+x2B2E1 + x6A1E2 − x2B1E2)R2) +R1(x5(A2E1 −A1E2)(C6D5F4 − C5D6F4 − C6D4F5 + C4D6F5 + C5D4F6
−C4D5F6)(−B3E2A0 +B2E3A0 +A3E2B0 −A2E3B0 −A3B2E0 +A2B3E0) + (−x19(A2B1 −A1B2)(C6D5F4
−C5D6F4−C6D4F5+C4D6F5+C5D4F6−C4D5F6)(−B3E2A0+B2E3A0+A3E2B0−A2E3B0−A3B2E0+A2B3E0)
−x1(B2E1−B1E2)(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5 +C4D6F5 +C5D4F6−C4D5F6)(−B3E2A0 +B2E3A0 +A3E2B0−
A2E3B0−A3B2E0+A2B3E0)− (x20A2B1−x20A1B2+x8A2E1−x4B2E1−x8A1E2+x4B1E2)(A3B2E1−A2B3E1−
A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3 −A1B2E3)(D6F5C0 −D5F6C0 − C6F5D0 + C5F6D0 + C6D5F0 − C5D6F0))R2))/
((A3B2E1−A2B3E1−A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3−A1B2E3)2(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5 +C4D6F5 +C5D4F6
−C4D5F6))
Y6 =
((−C6D5F4 +C5D6F4 +C6D4F5−C4D6F5−C5D4F6 +C4D5F6)(B3((−A2E1 +A1E2)(D5F4−D4F5)c0 +C5d1F4
(E2A0−A2E0) +C4d1F5(−E2A0 +A2E0) +C5(A2E1−A1E2)(F4d0−D4f0)−C4(A2E1−A1E2)(F5d0−D5f0))+
B2((A3E1−A1E3)(D5F4−D4F5)c0 +C4d1F5(E3A0−A3E0)+C5d1F4(−E3A0 +A3E0)−C5(A3E1−A1E3)(F4d0−
D4f0)+C4(A3E1−A1E3)(F5d0−D5f0))(A3E2−A2E3)(B1(−D5F4 +D4F5)c0−C5(d1F4B0−B1F4d0 +B1D4f0)+
C4(d1F5B0 −B1F5d0 +B1D5f0)))− (A3B2E1 −A2B3E1 −A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3 −A1B2E3)(x25C5D4−
x25C4D5 − x17C5F4 + x12D5F4 + x17C4F5 − x12D4F5) (−D6F5C0 +D5F6C0 + C6F5D0 − C5F6D0 − C6D5F0+
C5D6F0)R2

1+(x23(C5D4−C4D5)(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5+C4D6F5+C5D4F6−C4D5F6)(B3E2A0−B2E3A0−
A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0−A2B3E0)+x11(D5F4−D4F5)(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5 +C4D6F5 +C5D4F6−
C4D5F6)(B3E2A0−B2E3A0−A3E2B0+A2E3B0+A3B2E0−A2B3E0)+(A3B2E1−A2B3E1−A3B1E2+A1B3E2+
A2B1E3 −A1B2E3)(x26C5D4 − x26C4D5 + x16C5F4 − x13D5F4 − x16C4F5 + x13D4F5) .(−D6F5C0 +D5F6C0+
C6F5D0−C5F6D0−C6D5F0 +C5D6F0))R1R2 +(x24C5D4−x24C4D5 +x10D5F4−x10D4F5)(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−
C6D4F5 + C4D6F5 + C5D4F6 − C4D5F6)(B3E2A0 −B2E3A0 −A3E2B0 +A2E3B0 +A3B2E0 −A2B3E0)R2

2)/
((A3B2E1−A2B3E1−A3B1E2 +A1B3E2 +A2B1E3−A1B2E3)(C6D5F4−C5D6F4−C6D4F5 +C4D6F5 +C5D4F6−
C4D5F6)2)

B. Coefficients

Here are the constants which appear in Y’s where S = Pa
3a2 and P = 3Pa2

2a2 terms are given as:

A0 = 1√
2k

cosh [R1,k (η)] (P cos [Φ1,k (η)] + k sin [Φ1,k (η)]) + (−P cos [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)] + k sin [2Θ1,k (η)

+Φ1,k (η)]) sinh R1,k (η)

a0 = P

3
√

2
√

k
(cos [Φ2,k (η)] cosh [R2,k (η)]− cos [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sinh [R2,k (η)])

A1 = 1√
2
√

k
(− cos [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)] + cos [Φ1,k (η)] sinh [R1,k (η)])

A2 = 1√
k

(√
2 sin [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)] sinh [R1,k (η)]

)
A3 = 1√

2
√

k
(− cosh [R1,k (η)] sin [Φ1,k (η)] + sin [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)] sinh [R1,k (η)])
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B0 =− 1√
2
√

k
(cosh [R1,k (η)] (−k cos [Φ1,k (η)] + P sin [Φ1,k (η)])− (k cos [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)]

+P sin [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)]) sinh [R1,k (η)])

b0 = 1
3
√

2
√

k
(P (cosh [R2,k (η)] sin [Φ2,k (η)]− sin [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sinh [R2,k (η)]))

B1 = 1√
2
√
k

(− cosh [R1,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)] + sin [Φ1,k (η)] sinh [R1,k (η)])

B2 =−1√
k

(√
2 cos [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)] sinh [R1,k (η)]

)
B3 = 1√

2
√
k

(cos [Φ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)]− cos [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)] sinh [R1,k (η)])

C0 = 1√
2
√

k
(cosh [R2,k (η)] (P cos [Φ2,k (η)] + k sin [Φ2,k (η)]) + (−P cos [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)]

+k sin [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)]) sinh [R2,k (η)])

c0 = P

3
√

2
√

k
(cos [Φ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)]− cos [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)] sinh [R1,k (η)])

C4 = 1√
2
√

k
(− cos [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] cosh [R2,k (η)] + cos [Φ2,k (η)] sinh [R2,k (η)])

C5 = 1√
k

(√
2 sin [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sinh [R2,k (η)]

)
C6 = 1√

2
√

k
(− cosh [R2,k (η)] sin [Φ2,k (η)] + sin [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sinh [R2,k (η)])

D0 = 1√
2
√

k
(cosh [R2,k (η)] (−k cos [Φ2,k (η)] + P sin [Φ2,k (η)])− (k cos [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)]

+P sin [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)]) sinh [R2,k (η)])

d0 = 1
3
√

2
√

k
(P (cosh [R1,k (η)] sin [Φ1,k (η)]− sin [2Θ1,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)] sinh [R1,k (η)]))

D4 = 1√
2
√

k
(− cosh [R2,k (η)] sin [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] + sin [Φ2,k (η)] sinh [R2,k (η)])

D5 =−1√
k

(√
2 cos [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sinh [R2,k (η)]

)
D6 = 1√

2
√

k
(cos [Φ2,k (η)] cosh [R2,k (η)]− cos [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sinh [R2,k (η)])

E0 =eiΦ1,k(η)
√

2
√

k
(

cosh [R1,k (η)]
(
−iP + kc2s1

)
− e2iΘ1,k(η) sinh [R1,k (η)]

(
iP + kc2s1

))
e0 =eiΦ2,k(η)

3
√

2
√
k

(
(−ikP + 3 S) cosh [R2,k (η)] + e2iΘ2,k(η)i(−kP + 3i S) sinh [R2,k (η)]

)
E1 =eiΦ1,k(η)

√
2

i
√

k
(
e2iΘ1,k(η) cosh [R1,k (η)] + sinh [R1,k (η)]

)
E2 =−

√
2ei(2Θ1,k(η)+Φ1,k(η))

√
k sinh [R1,k (η)]

E3 =− 1√
2
ei(Θ1,k(η)+Φ1,k(η))

√
k (cosh [R1,k (η) + iΘ1,k (η)] + sinh [R1,k (η)− iΘ1,k (η)])

f0 =eiΦ1,k(η)

3
√

2
√
k

(
(−ikP + 3S) cosh [R1,k (η)] + e2iΘ1,k(η)i(−kP + 3iS) sinh [R1,k (η)]

)
F0 =−e

iΦ2,k(η)
√

2
√
k
(
e2iΘ2,k(η) sinh [R2,k (η)]

(
iP + kc2s2

)
+ i cosh [R2,k (η)]

(
P + ikc2s2

))
F4 =eiΦ2,k(η)

√
2

i
√
k
(
e2iΘ2,k(η) cosh [R2,k (η)] + sinh [R2,k (η)]

)
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F5 =−
√

2ei(2Θ2,k(η)+Φ2,k(η))
√
k sinh [R2,k (η)]

F6 =− 1√
2
eiΦ2,k(η)

√
k
(

cosh [R2,k (η)] + e2iΘ2,k(η) sinh [R2,k (η)]
)

x1 = 1
6
√

2k
sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (−2 cos [Φ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))]

+ (sin [2Θ2,k (η)− Φ1,k (η)] + 2 sin [4Θ1,k (η)− 2Θ2,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)]− sin [4Θ1,k (η) + 2Θ2,k (η)
+Φ1,k (η)]) sinh [R1,k (η)])

x2 = 1
12
√

2k
sin [2Θ2,k (η)] (2 cos [Φ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))]

+ (sin [2Θ2,k (η)− Φ1,k (η)] + 2 sin [4Θ1,k (η)− 2Θ2,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)]
− sin [4Θ1,k (η) + 2Θ2,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)]) sinh [R1,k (η)])

x3 =− 1
12
√

2
√
k

sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (2 cos [Φ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))]

+ (sin [2Θ2,k (η)− Φ1,k (η)] + 2 sin [4Θ1,k (η)− 2Θ2,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)]− sin [4Θ1,k (η) + 2Θ2,k (η)
+Φ1,k (η)]) sinh [R1,k (η)])

x4 = 1
6
√

2k
sin [2Θ2,k (η)] (2 cos [Φ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))]

+ (sin [2Θ2,k (η)− Φ1,k (η)] + 2 sin [4Θ1,k (η)− 2Θ2,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)]− sin [4Θ1,k (η) + 2Θ2,k (η)
+Φ1,k (η)]) sinh [R1,k (η)])

x6 = 1
6
√

2
√
k

(cosh [R1,k (η)] sin [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))] sin[Φ1,k (η)])

x7 = (cos [2Θ2,k (η)− Φ1,k (η)]− 2 cos [4Θ1,k (η)− 2Θ2,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)] + cos [4Θ1,k (η) + 2Θ2,k (η)
+Φ1,k (η)]) sin [2Θ2,k (η)]

x8 = 1
6
√

2
√

k
sin [2Θ2,k (η)] (cosh [R1,k (η)] (− cosh [i (2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η)) + Φ1,k (η))]

+ cosh [2i (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))− iΦ1,k (η)]) + (cos [2Θ2,k (η)− Φ1,k (η)]− 2 cos [4Θ1,k (η)− 2Θ2,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)]
+ cos [4Θ1,k (η) + 2Θ2,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)]) sinh [R1,k (η)])

x9 = 1
12
√

2
√

k
sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (cosh [R1,k (η)] (cosh [i (2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η)) + Φ1,k (η))]− cosh [2i (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))

−iΦ1,k (η)])− (cos [2Θ2,k (η)− Φ1,k (η)]− 2 cos [4Θ1,k (η)− 2Θ2,k (η) + Φ1,k (η)]
+ cos

[
4Θ1,k (η) + 2Θ2,k (η) + Φ̄1,k (η)

])
sinh [R1,k (η)]

)
x10 = 1

6
√

2(
√
k)

sin [2Θ2,k (η)] (cosh [R2,k (η)] (cos [Φ2,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η)−Θ2,k (η))]

−2 sin [2Θ1,k (η)] sin [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [Φ2,k (η)]) + cos [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))] sinh [R2,k (η)])

x11 = −1
3
√

2
(√

k
) sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (cosh [R2,k (η)] (cos [Φ2,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η)−Θ2,k (η))]

−2 sin [2Θ1,k (η)] sin [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [Φ2,k (η)]) + cos [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))] sinh [R2,k (η)])

x12 =− 1
6
√

2
√
k

sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (cosh [R2,k (η)] (cos [Φ2,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η)−Θ2,k (η))]

−2 sin [2Θ1,k (η)] sin [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [Φ2,k (η)]) + cos [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))] sinh [R2,k (η)])

x13 = 1
3
√

2
√
k

sin [2Θ2,k (η)] (cosh [R2,k (η)] (cos[Φ2,k (η)] sin[2(Θ1,k (η)−Θ2,k (η))]

−2 sin [2Θ1,k (η)] sin [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [Φ2,k (η)]) + cos [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))] sinh [R2,k (η)])

x14 =− 1
3
√

2k
sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (cosh [R2,k (η)] (2 cos [Φ2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)] sin [2Θ2,k (η)] + sin [2 (Θ1,k (η)

−Θ2,k (η))] sin [Φ2,k (η)]) + sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))] sin [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sinh [R2,k (η)])
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x15 = 1
6
√

2
√
k

sin [2Θ2,k (η)] (cosh [R2,k (η)] (2 cos [Φ2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)] sin [2Θ2,k (η)]

+ sin [2 (Θ1,k (η)−Θ2,k (η))] sin [Φ2,k (η)]) + sin [2 (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))] sin [2Θ2,k (η) + Φ2,k (η)] sinh [R2,k (η)])

x16 = 1
12
√

2
iei(Θ1,k(η)+Φ1,k(η))

√
k sin [2Θ1,k (η)]

(
e−iΘ1,k(η) sin [2Θ2,k (η)] (2 cos [2Θ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)]

−
(

1− 3e4iΘ1,k(η)
)

sinh [R1,k (η)]
)

+ 2 cos [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (cosh [R1,k (η)− iΘ1,k (η)]

− sinh [R1,k (η) + iΘ1,k (η)]))

x17 =− 1
6
√

2
iei(Θ1,k(η)+Φ1,k(η))

√
k sin [2Θ2,k (η)]

(
e−iΘ1,k(η) sin [2Θ2,k (η)] (2 cos [2Θ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)]

−
(

1− 3e4iΘ1,k(η)
)

sinh [R1,k (η)]
)

+ 2 cos [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (cosh [R1,k (η)− iΘ1,k (η)]

− sinh [R1,k (η) + iΘ1,k (η)]))

x18 = 1
6
√

2
eiΦ1,k(η)i

√
k sin [2Θ1,k (η)]

(
sin [2Θ2,k (η)]

(
2 cos [2Θ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)]−

(
1− 3e4iΘ1,k(η)

)
sinh [R1,k (η)]

)
+2eiΘ1,k(η) cos [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (cosh [R1,k (η)− iΘ1,k (η)]− sinh [R1,k (η) + iΘ1,k (η)])

)
x19 = 1

12
√

2
eiΦ1,k(η)i

√
k sin [2Θ2,k (η)]

(
sin [2Θ2,k (η)]

(
2 cos [2Θ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)]−

(
1− 3e4iΘ1,k(η)

)
sinh [R1,k (η)]

)
+2eiΘ1,k(η) cos [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (cosh [R1,k (η)− iΘ1,k (η)]− sinh [R1,k (η) + iΘ1,k (η)])

)
x20 = 1

6
√

2
iei(Θ1,k(η)+Φ1,k(η))

√
k sin [2Θ2,k (η)]

(
e−iΘ1,k(η) sin [2Θ2,k (η)] (2 cos [2Θ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)]

−
(

1− 3e4iΘ1,k(η)
)

sinh [R1,k (η)]
)

+ 2 cos [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (cosh [R1,k (η)− iΘ1,k (η)]

− sinh [R1,k (η) + iΘ1,k (η)]))

x21 = 1
12
√

2
iei(Θ1,k(η)+Φ1,k(η))

√
k sin [2Θ1,k (η)]

(
e−iΘ1,k(η) sin [2Θ2,k (η)] (2 cos [2Θ1,k (η)] cosh [R1,k (η)]

−
(

1− 3e4iΘ1,k(η)
)

sinh [R1,k (η)]
)

+ 2 cos [2Θ2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (cosh [R1,k (η)− iΘ1,k (η)]

− sinh [R1,k (η) + iΘ1,k (η)]))

x23 = 1
6
√

2
ei(Θ2,k(η)+Φ2,k(η))

√
k sin [2Θ1,k (η)]

(cosh [R2,k (η)− 2iΘ1,k (η)− 3iΘ2,k (η)]− cosh [R2,k (η) + 2iΘ1,k (η)− iΘ2,k (η)]
− cosh [R2,k (η)− 2iΘ1,k (η) + iΘ2,k (η)] + cosh [R2,k (η)− i (2Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))]
+2i cosh [R2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)−Θ2,k (η)]− 2i cosh [R2,k (η) + 2i (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))] sin [Θ2,k (η)])

x24 = 1
12
√

2
ei(Θ2,k(η)+Φ2,k(η))

√
k

(− cosh [R2,k (η)− 2iΘ1,k (η)− 3iΘ2,k (η)] + cosh [R2,k (η) + 2iΘ1,k (η)− iΘ2,k (η)]
+ cosh [R2,k (η)− 2iΘ1,k (η) + iΘ2,k (η)]− cosh [R2,k (η)− i (2Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))]
− 2i cosh [R2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)−Θ2,k (η)] + 2i cosh [R2,k (η)
+2i (Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η))] sin [Θ2,k (η)]) sin [2Θ2,k (η)]

x25 = 1
12
√

2
e−R2,k(η)+i(Θ2,k(η)+Φ2,k(η))

√
k sin [2Θ1,k (η)] (− cos [2Θ1,k (η)−Θ2,k (η)] + cos [2Θ1,k (η) + 3Θ2,k (η)]

+ 2i cos [Θ2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)]− 2e2R2,k(η) (2i cos [Θ2,k (η)] cos [2Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η)]
+ sin [2Θ1,k (η)]) sin [Θ2,k (η)])

x26 = 1
6
√

2
e−R2,k(η)+i(Θ2,k(η)+Φ2,k(η))

√
k (− cos [2Θ1,k (η)−Θ2,k (η)] + cos [2Θ1,k (η) + 3Θ2,k (η)]

+ 2i cos [Θ2,k (η)] sin [2Θ1,k (η)]− 2e2R2,k(η) (2i cos [Θ2,k (η)] cos [2Θ1,k (η) + Θ2,k (η)]
+ sin [2Θ1,k (η)]) sin [Θ2,k (η)]) sin [2Θ2,k (η)]
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