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The problem of calculating the $-Bogoliubov coefficient in Non-Oscillating models
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The calculation of the Bogoliubov coefficients is a key piece to obtain the reheating temperature
of the Universe. In all cases this calculation is performed either in toy models where some derivative
of the potential is discontinuous at some points or by making some approximations to the model.
The result of these calculations is applied to more realistic models without checking if they really
apply to this realistic model because the exact calculation of the Bogoliubov coefficients for a viable
model, which is usually depicted by a smooth potential, requires a very complicated numerical
calculation. Here we want to point out the difficulties that one encounters when trying to compute
numerically these coefficients for a smooth potential without making approximations, which could
lead to completely different results.
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1. INTRODUCTION

As was stated by Alan Guth in his seminal paper [I], a viable inflationary model needs a reheating mechanism to
match inflation with the hot Big Bang scenario. In standard inflation, where the potential contains a deep well, the
reheating mechanism is quite simple: at the end of the inflationary period the inflaton field falls in the well and starts
oscillating, thus releasing its energy and creating particles, which reheats the universe after thermalization .

However, after the discovery of the current cosmic acceleration [2, [3], some models without a deep well were
proposed, the so-called Non-Oscillating models, such as Quintessential Inflation [4], which tried to unify inflation with
the current cosmic acceleration, where the inflaton field evolves monotonically. For these models, there are basically
two mechanisms to produce particles which will reheat the universe. The first one is the so-called gravitational particle
production [5,[6] and the other one is the instant preheating [7,[8]. In the former case, when the reheating is due to the
production of very light particles, the calculation of the $-Bogoliubov coefficients -the main ingredient to calculate
the energy density of the produced particles- is performed only for toy models with some discontinuities in some
derivative of the scale factor (see for instance [9) [I0]), obtaining that the energy density of these produced particles
is proportional to the scale of inflation to the fourth power. This result is, of course, applied to more smooth models
but without checking its validity, for example in [4]. When the reheating is due to the gravitational production of
superheavy particles, which have to decay into lighter ones, one encounters the same situation: The S-Bogoliubov
coefficients can only be calculated analytically for potentials with a discontinuity in some of its derivatives. The
problem is that the more realistic models depend on a smooth potential and then the calculation of these coefficients
requires, as we will see, very complicated numeric calculations. Finally, dealing with instant preheating, to calculate
analytically the S-Bogoliubov coefficients one has to perform some approximation to obtain a parabolic problem which
has a well-known analytical solution, but it is not justified that the correct value does resemble the analytical one,
obtained with these approximations.

Therefore, in this work we try to explain systematically some different ways to find numerically, for smooth poten-
tials, the exact value -without unjustified approximations- of the Bogoliubov coefficients and the problems we have
encountered. Basically, we have checked that two different ways could lead to different results, meaning that our
numerical calculations are not reliable at all. Moreover, we are sure that this problem is related with the background
which, for smooth potentials, has to be as well calculated numerically. More precisely, the problem comes from the
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scale factor, which due to the inflationary period grows more than 25 orders, and then its numerical calculation needs
also an interpolation which does not guarantee at all its real value.

The present work is organized as follows: In Section II we start presenting the well-known diagonalization method,
obtaining the equations that satisfy the Bogoliubov coefficients. Once we have these equations we consider an ap-
proximation that does not affect the final result of our calculations. Section III is devoted to the gravitational particle
production. Starting with toy models, we calculate analytically the value of the S-Bogoliubov coefficient and we show
that this analytical value does not coincide with any of the values obtained with our numerical methods. We also
explain and perform the numerical calculations for a smooth potential, obtaining results that do not seem reliable
as we explain in the text. In Section IV we deal with instant preheating, explaining the approximations made to
obtain the analytical expression of the Bogoliubov coefficients, and pointing out that a numerical calculation without
these approximations is needed to validate the analytic results. The importance of the Bogoliubov coefficients is
stressed in Section V, where we show the expression of the reheating temperature and its bounds as a function of
these coefficients. Finally we present our conclusions in the last section. We have included as well an appendix where
we explain more thoroughly the algorithm that has been used for obtaining the numerical results and the methods
that have been employed.

2. THE DIAGONALIZATION METHOD

Given a massive quantum scalar field conformally coupled to gravity, namely x, the Klein-Gordon (K-G) equation
in the Fourier space, which is satisfied by the x-modes in the flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW)
spacetime, is given by

Xk (T) + wi(T)x(1) = 0, (1)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to the conformal time 7 and wy,(7) is the time-dependent frequency,
which in the case of gravitational particle production |5 [6] is given by

wi(1) = K + a*(1)m3, 2)
being m, the heavy mass of the produced particles and a the scale factor. When particles are produced via Instant
Preheating [7, 8], the frequency is given by

wi(1) = k> + a*(T)[m%k + g*(¢ — ¢rin)?]; 3)

where mx stands for the bare mass of the produced particles, which is not related with m,, ¢ is the inflaton field
and @k, its value at the beginning of kination (the regime where practically all energy is kinetic).

As usual, the modes that define the vacuum state at a given initial time 7; are the ones that minimize the energy
density, so they must satisfy the conditions

1

Xk (i) = — e TR AN (1) = =i (i) Xk (7). (4)
ka(n)

and thus, the vacuum expectation value of the energy density will be given by [11]

(7)) = OPI) = gz [ Kk (RGP + bl = (7)) (5)

where, in order to obtain a finite energy density, one has to subtract the energy density of the zero-point oscillations
of the vacuum m [ d3kgwi(7).
Following the method developed in [12] (see also Section 9.2 of [13]), we will write the modes as follows,
et )7 wk(T)dT et ST wk(T)dT

Xk(T) = ak(T)T(T) + 5k(7)T(T)7 (6)



where o (7) and S (7) are the time-dependent Bogoliubov coefficients. Now, imposing that the modes satisfy the
condition

( )e—ifT wy (7)d7 3 ( )eiff wy (7)d7 (7)
ap(7)—F—— — Ok (7)) —— |,
\/QWk(T) \/ka(T)
one can show that the Bogoliubov coefficients must satisfy the system
ap(r) = galghe? T g (r)
Bu(r) = alD) =2 [T wk(Pd7 g, (1),

Xi () = —iwi(T) <

in order for the expression (6)) to be a solution of the equation ().

Finally, inserting @ into the expression for the vacuum energy density (5)), and taking into account that the
Bogoliubov coefficients satisfy the equation |ay(7)|? — |Bk(7)|? = 1, one finds the following diagonalized form of the
energy density [12],

{p(1))

2m2a4

oo
! /k%wmme (9)
(7) Jo

where it is important to notice that |3y (7)|? encodes the vacuum polarization effects and also the production of real
particles, which are only produced when the adiabatic evolution breaks. In non-oscillating models this happens during
the phase transition from the end of inflation to the beginning of kination (a period where all the energy density is
kinetic, i.e., the potential energy is negligible), and fortunately the polarization effects disappear immediately after
the beginning of kination, when the value of |85 (7)]| stabilizes to a value which we will denote by |5x|, and thus, only
encodes the production of real particles.

A final remark is in order: Once one has obtained the scale factor -in Section 3 we explain how to obtain it-, instead
of solving numerically , another way to calculate the value of 8; (the value of the 8-Bogoliubov coefficient when
it stabilizes) is to solve numerically the equation , with initial conditions , for example, at the horizon crossing,
ie.,

1

Xk(Te) = ma Xk () = —iwr (7)) Xk (74), (10)

where the star denotes that the quantities are evaluated at the horizon crossing. This means that at that moment
the quantum field is at the vacuum. In fact, as we will see later, for the relevant modes the quantum field is in the
adiabatic vacuum at the horizon crossing, and it does not matter if one chooses an early time for the initial conditions,
because the relevant modes continue in the adiabatic vacuum.

Then, after the beginning of kination the Bogoliubov coefficients stabilize and the k-mode has the simple form

Xk (T) = adr(T) + Bror(t), (11)
where we have used the notation
efz‘ff wi (7)dT

br(T) = T(T)’ (12)

and ¢y (7) is the conjugate of ¢ (7).
Then, using the Wronskian W{f, g] = f¢’' — f’g, one has

_ Wixw, o]
T Wiow ol .

This is the first method that we present to calculate the S-Bogoliubov coefficient, and it is used in [I5] to obtain
its numerical results. However, as we will explain later there are other forms to obtain 5.



2.1. Approximation

Using once again the relation |ag(7)|? — |Bx(7)]? = 1, and since Bi(7) has to be very small, one can take the
well-justified approximation o (7) = 1, and becomes the simpler equation

!
/ wi (1) o [ wi(7)dF
=— 14
Bk (T) 2wk: (7_) € ’ ( )
whose solution is given by
T ch(%) —2i [T wp(F)dT g~
= —_— 7 T d R 15
w0 = [ e T 15)

where we have assumed that 5 (7) vanishes at the horizon crossing, which also means that at the horizon crossing
the quantum field is at the vacuum. This is a second way to calculate the Bogoliubov coefficients.

The problem is that this oscillatory integral seems difficult to be computed. For this reason, in order to calculate
this coefficient we make another approximation [I4] to simplify its calculation:

1. When k < a,m,, one can make the approximation wy(7) = a(7)m, obtaining
YH(t)
Bk(T) ) / 2( )e*%mx(t*t*)dt, (16)
L.

where H is the Hubble rate and ¢ denotes the cosmic time.

2. When k > a.m,, we define 75, such that k = a(7x)m,, and we make the approximation wy(7) = k for 7 < 7y
and wg(7) = a(7)m, when T > 75, obtaining

™ a(t)a' (T)m2 . . tH(t ,
ﬁk(’r) o~ / %e—%k('r—n)d,r + e—Qlk(Tk—T*) t 2( )E_lex(t_tk)dt. (17)
T k

5

However, the problem of this approximation is that the error made doing it could be greater than the value of the
B-Bogoliubov coefficient. So, in practice this approximation does not seem viable.

Finally, a third method comes from the important observation that the modulus of the solution is also the
modulus of the solution of the simple linear differential equation

wy,(7)

= 2 () ()

Yy, — 2iwg (T)yk

with initial condition yx(7«) = 0, because one has |8, (7)| = |yx(7)| by taking into account the formula of variation of
parameters for first order differential equations.

2.2. The energy density of produced particles

Let 75 be the moment when |B(7)| stabilizes, and as we have already stated we will denote this value by |Bk|.
Then, after the beginning of kination, the energy density of the real particles will be

o) = 5oz [ Pl (19)

2m2a4

3, and

considering superheavy particles satisfying m, > H, (here H, denotes the scale of inflation, i.e., the value of the
Hubble rate at the horizon crossing), one expects that the modes that really contribute to the energy density satisfy
k < arinm, where the sub-index kin denotes that the quantities are evaluated at the beginning of kination. We
expect that these modes are the only relevant ones because this is what happens for the toy models that we will study

Focusing our analysis on the case of gravitational particle production, i.e., when wg(7) = /k? + a?(7)m?2



in the next section, and the physical reason is that the real particles are produced during the phase transition from
the end of inflation to the beginning of kination, so the modes satisfying k& >> ayinm, do not feel the gravity because
they satisfy the K-G equation x} + k*xx = 0 which corresponds to the Minkowski modes and where particles are not
produced.

For these modes one can make the approximation wy(7) = a(T)m,, and thus, the energy density of produced
particles becomes

m ALin My
~ X 2 2
T)) 2 ——— k dk. 20
(o) = i | 1 (20)

Here it is important to remark that the modes satisfying k& < a,m, do not contribute to the energy density of
produced particles. Effectively, the contribution of those modes is

m 3
My S a2 Tx /a*mx 2 mglc O
k dk < k*dk = 21
2m2a3(7) /0 B 2m2a3(7) Jo 672 \a(r)) ’ (21)

where we have used that S| < 1.

Now, taking into account that a(r) > ase”, where N is the number of efolds from the horizon exit to the end of
inflation, being satisfied that N > 60 for models with a kination phase, we conclude that the contribution of these
modes is less than

— X gm3N (22)
which is in practice a negligible energy density.

Using the same reasoning one can see that the modes satisfying k& > ay;, H, are in the adiabatic vacuum at the

horizon crossing. Effectively, we have to evaluate :’géz*; whose value is given by
2(7.
Wl (1, BHm2  md [ a, \P  m2
lg( ) — = X < 7>2< < %6_3]\/ < 17 (23)
wii () wip(7x) HZ \ akin H:

where we have used that wi(7i) = k < apinHy.

A final remark is in order: When one deals with superheavy particles the energy density has to evolve as
matter, meaning that the evolution of the energy density is

e = o) (222) (1)

where (pg;, ) is the value of at the beginning of kination. This important result, as we will see in the next section,
could be checked studying simple toy models.

3. GRAVITATIONAL PARTICLE PRODUCTION
3.1. Toy models

To warm up, here we study some simple models containing discontinuities. First of all, we consider the following
scale factor (see for instance [15]),
aeflint (=t when t < tpin
a(t) = (25)

L \1/3
Akin (m) when ¢ > tyn,

_ _ 106 _ 1 _ 65 _ 65
where a, =1, Hijpy = 107° My, tyin = IHog ty = thin — Yo and agin = a(trin) = €.



For this scale factor, which depicts a sudden phase transition from de Sitter to kination, one can calculate analytically
the B Bogoliubov coefficient using the formula . Since the derivative of the Hubble rate is discontinuous at the
time Tg;p, integrating two times by parts and disregarding the terms in 7, and 75 (we consider only relevant modes,
that is, satisfying k > a.m.,, then at the horizon crossing the corresponding terms are negligible because the adiabatic
condition wj, /w? < 1 is strongly satisfied) one can deduce that the leading term is given by

3ai H? .m?

~ in"Tinf''x
&2 —— 26
| Bk 808 (7o) (26)

which for k < aginm, is of the order
3H,, o7
5 ~ g (27)
Then, for example, choosing a heavy mass of the order of m, ~ 10> GeV one has

1Bk? ~ 5 x 1072, (28)

Therefore, for modes in the range a.m, < k < ayinm, one would have to obtain numerically the same result. On
the contrary, if the numerical results differ from the analytical ones, this means that the numerical method used does
not work.

Note also that one can calculate analytically the energy density inserting the Bogoliubov coefficient in ,
and using the formula

> dx 2n —1 [ dx
= 29
/0 I +a2)m+ " 2n / (T+a2)" #)

one gets
9H: N3 -\ 3
inf ALin —3 7174 Akin

= ~ 107" H; 30
<p(7—)> 1637 <&(T)> inf (a(r)) ) ( )

which coincides with the result obtained in [I5] and shows that this energy density evolves like matter.

This result shows that the relevant modes, the ones that contribute to the energy density, are the ones that satisfy
k < aginm, because the contribution of these modes is equal to

9Hz4nf T i Afin ’ (31)
12872 \ 64 48 a(t) )’

which is of the same order than the expression obtained above. This is consistent, as we have already expalined, with
the fact that for k > aginm, at the beginning of kination wy(7xin) = k, and thus, the K-G equation is given at that

moment by xj + k?xi = 0, i.e., they are in the Minkowski vacuum and consequently they do not feel the gravity.
Thus, they do not produce particles.

The second toy model is given by the potential

1,2 2
_ ) amfp® for ¢ <0
vio={ 77 I 250 (32

~ — ~ . ~ V(es) A m? i
where m 25 x 107°M,;, ¢. = _\/%Mpl with ng = 0.96, and H, = , / 35\/%) = GM% )

Now, the second derivative of the potential is discontinuous, which means that the third derivative of the Hubble
rate is discontinuous.

In that case, for a.my < k < aginm,, integrating four times by parts, disregarding the boundary terms
because for the relevant modes the adiabatic condition w}, /w? < 1 is strongly satisfied at the boundary points, and

using the Raychaudhuri equation H = —ﬁgbz, after a cumbersome calculation one gets
pl
6 4,2
3] = S I o, S (39)

3209 (Thin)  32md”



which for m, ~ 10'® GeV leads to

|Br|? ~ 4 x 10718, (34)

Effectively, integrating four times by parts one gets

) = L i) — (o) )

32w? ’

kin

where the beginning of kination 7y;, corresponds to the value of the scalar field ¢ = 0.

6 e ety 5
" " )‘ _ i | H (Ty3,,)— H (135, Im5, one gets
Wkin ’

And, since Wi (Tin-) — Wi (Thin+

4] = T (36)
Now, taking the temporal derivative of the Raychaudhuri equation we have H= PP /Mgl, and thus
(i) — ()] = 252 (r5,) — B 75, (37)
pl
On the other hand, from the conservation equation we have
6 (Thin) = P13 = Vipio (07) frins = 1% P, (38)
SO
|H (i) — H(75) | = @himm® /M. (39)

Finally, at the end of inflation we have opnp = vV2M,; and Hzyp = W = m?/2. Assuming that there
is no substantial drop of energy between the end of inflation and the beginning of kination m/v2 = Hgnp = Hyin
since during kination all energy is kinetic, one gets ¢, = \/gmMpl, which leads to

| (7y5) = H (7)== 3m (40)
Unfortunately for the model , as we can see in Figure 1, the numerical results differ in 8 orders of magnitude
with respect to the analytical ones.

To conclude this section, one can also calculate the energy density after the beginning of kination for this model,
obtaining

(p(r)) = —2107” (“’“‘”)3 =~ 9 x 10~5m?* ("E”)g (41)

T 81 x 16*m3 \ a(7) a(T)

for masses of the order 10'° GeV.

3.2. Smooth models

Given a non-oscillating potential, for example those which appear in Quintessential Inflation, in order to solve
first of all one has to obtain the background, i.e., integrate numerically the conservation equation for the inflaton field
in terms of the cosmic time, namely

$+3Hp+V, =0, (42)
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FIG. 1: Plot of the analytical and numerical values of |Bx|? for different values of k obtained by solving equation for
my = 10'® GeV. We can see that for values of k greater than arinmy (for this model we have checked numerically that choosing
ax = 1 one has akin ~ 1028) the square modulus of the B-Bogoliubov coefficient decreases very fast as happens with the
analytical solution. However, there is a difference of around 8 orders between both solutions.

where H = \/51\/1 l %2 + V(¢), with initial conditions at the horizon crossing, i.e., when the pivot scales leaves the
P
Hubble radius. Recall that in that moment the system is in the slow-roll phase and, since this regime is an attractor,
one only has to take initial conditions in the basin of attraction of the slow-roll solution, for example, ¢ = ¢, and
» = —Vg(T‘p:), where the “star” denotes that the quantities are evaluated at the horizon crossing.
Once one has obtained the evolution of the background, and in particular the evolution of the Hubble rate, one

computes the evolution of the scale factor, which is given by
a(t) = ayele. s (43)
where the value of a, is arbitrary and can be chosen to be a, = 1.
More precisely, for the a-attractor potential displayed in Figure

-n tanh(

V(p) = AMpe Voot ) (44)

where A\, a and n are dimensionless parameters which have to satisfy the following relation in order to match with
the current observation data,

A
Zem~ 1071 and AeT" ~ 107129 (45)
[

one has to choose the values of a, for example o = 1072,10~! and 1, and for a given value of o from equation
one finds the corresponding values of A and n.
The value of ¢, is obtained from the relations (see for details [16])

n? 1 n 1
o= ————————, , (46)
12« COSh4 (?%pl) 3o COSh2 (‘P*\;%m)
with ¢, < 0. And using the relation
2 12«
ns§1—66*+2n*§1—ﬁ, 'I"glGE*gW, (47)
one gets from the equation
€ = 370[(]_ — ns)2’ (48)
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FIG. 2: Plot of the Exponential a-attractor potential, for o ~ 1072, n ~ 10% and X ~ 10756,

which, together with the expression of €, given in ([46]), leads to

P 2n
sh e 49
€ <\/6aMpl> 3a(l— 1)’ (49)

whose solution is given by

2n 2n
. = Va1 _ —1], . 2 0.96.
4 Mt (\/301(1 —ng) \/301(1 —ng) > "

In the same way, from the formula of the power spectrum of scalar perturbations

H? =167%€,107° M, (50)
and using €, = 3% (1 — n,)?, one gets the value of H,,
H, = 6ya x 107°M,,. (51)

Now, taking into account that

Vilps) = ——== — =[S ng)e My, (52)
? V6o cosh (\/G%MN) 2V 2 p
where we have used the formula 7 we have
; Vo (4) ~ 1 3 —n
Gr = — ;;H == 5(1 —n)10% " M. (53)

In Figure 3 we have plotted the evolution of the scalar field ¢. For o = 1072 we have obtained ¢, = —1.7Mp;,
wEND = —0.89Mp;, prin = —0.54Mp;, where, as we have already used, the sub-index “END” denotes the end of
inflation.

Then, in [I7, [I8] the equation is transformed into a second order differential equation, namely

1 ’ ! 2
af(r) = a4 (1) (25 — 2 + 2i(0)) + (5575 ) o)

" ’ / 2 : (54)
V() =B (5 - 4G - 2in(n)) + (522) Bu(r)

Assuming that at the horizon crossing the quantum field is the vacuum, which is equivalent to taking the initial
conditions a(7y) = 1 and B (1) = 0 leading to aj,(7) = 0, one can solve the equation for a(7), which can be split
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FIG. 4: Adiabatic evolution for a heavy field with mass m, ~ 10'® GeV, when o ~ 1072. Here we have used the value
k= akankzn

into the real and imaginary parts in the following way,

1" ’ ! 2
o, (1) = (1) (ST = 243 — 20(7)a, (1) + (522) g e(7)

" 7 ’ 2 ’ (55)
O 1 (7) = & (1) (5 = D) + 20(7)0, (1) + (554) b (7)

and then |By(7)|? = |ax(7)]?> — 1 because of the well-known conservation property of the Wronskian. This is the last
method that we will present here.

Numerical calculations have been done in the case of the exponential a-attractor [I§]

—ntanh | —&—
ww:szt<m%X (56)

where by solving numerically we have obtained that, for masses m, = 10'® — 10’7 GeV and for a large range
of values of ¢, the modes which are in the range aginHrin S k S akinm,y lead to values of |8k|? of order 1079 for
my ~ 101 GeV and values of |Bx|? of order 1071 for m,, ~ 106 — 1017 GeV.

However, the numerical results obtained solving the exact solution (see Appendix [A] for more details) do not
seem very confident for many reasons:

1. The method breaks for modes out of the range ayip Hyin <

~

kS aginmy.

2. It has been impossible to obtain numerically S; using the approximate formula . If the results obtained
solving are correct, it seems clear that one has to obtain the same ones using the integral form .

3. The same happens using the differential equation . We have tried to obtain the same results solving ,
but we have not been able to solve numerically this equation.
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4. The results solving numerically for the smooth potential lead to values of |3x|? greater than the
analytical ones obtained from the potential , whose second derivative has a discontinuity. This seems a
contradiction.

5. Using this method we cannot reproduce the analytical results obtained from the toy models, as one can see in
Figure 5.

log0(1B8kI?)

: : : : : - logyo(k/my)
-12¢ .
44t et e e
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. ¢ Numerical

Analytical

FIG. 5: Plot of the analytical and numerical values of | 8 |?, corresponding to the model , for different values of k£ obtained by
solving equation for m, = 10'® GeV. We can see that there is no relation between both ways to calculate the 3-Bogoliubov
coefficient.

4. INSTANT PREHEATING

When the reheating mechanism is due to the production of particles via Instant Preheating, as we have already seen,
the frequency is given by wy (1) = /k2 + a2(7)[m% + ¢%(¢ — pkin)?], and the standard way to obtain analytically the
value of the S-Bogoliubov coefficient goes as follows: First of all, we make the approximation ¢ — @rin,maz = PrinT>
where we have chosen 74, = 0, and we assume a static universe with a(7) = ag;,. Then, the frequency becomes

Wi(7) = k2 + agn[mX + 9 (@hin)* 7). (57)

Now we make the change of variable 1 = ——— to obtain the differential equation

vV akin,gﬂpzin

d? Pk
dy?

+ (K% +y%)or = 0, (58)

2, 2 2
kEtay,mx

where we have introduced the notation x2? = T
mn kin

The positive frequency modes in the WKB approximation are

1 i 2 2
Pr+(y) = W‘?ﬂf Vi, (59)

and for large values of 3 one can make the approximation (k2 + y2)'/* = |y|'/2 and /K2 +y2 = |y (1 + %),
obtaining

¢k,+(y < 7/42) ~ |7‘|71/2Ti’€2/26i7—2/2, ¢k,+(y > H) o~ |T|71/27_7m2/267i7—2/2’ (60)
and for the negative frequency modes one has

1 e L
br,—(y>r) = (k2 + y2)1/4 ¢ VR o || 12 2002, (61)
K
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So, the frequency positive modes evolve as

Or+(Y € —K) — adp+ (Y > K) + Brdr,— (y > K). (62)

To obtain the Bogoliubov coefficients one can use the WKB method in the complex plane integrating the frequency
along the path v = {z = |yle’®, 7 < a < 0}, obtaining that for y > k the early time positive frequency modes evolve
at late time as

w2

e—TTr‘T|—1/27_in2/2€i72/27 (63)
and comparing with one gets
1Bel2= e ™ and  |alP=1+|B=1+e"" (64)

Therefore, the energy density of the produced particles evolve as

_ 1 > 2 2 ~ meff(t) (g()bkin)g/Q - Wm%( Akin 3
(P0) = oz [, o]0l > el o2 7 (65)

where meyr(t) = /m% + g2(0(t) — prin)? is the effective mass of the x-particles.

It is clear that this result was obtained by making the approximations we have depicted above, so it would be
interesting to check if this result is also the same without performing these approximations and solving directly the
system using the methods described in the previous sections.

5. THE IMPORTANCE OF 5, IN THE CALCULATION OF THE REHEATING TEMPERATURE

In this section we consider the gravitational particle production of superheavy particles (in that case one can safely
ensure that the vacuum polarization effects do not affect the inflationary period) and also Instant Preheating. In
the second case, the bare mass of the produced particles mx is assumed to be negligible, but soon after its creation
they acquire a very heavy effective mass which, as we have already seen in last section, is given by meys(t) =
VMm% + g2(p(t) — prin)?. So, in practice, in both mechanisms of reheating the masses are very heavy, and thus, in
order to have a plasma of relativistic particles, they have to decay into lighter ones. Then, two different situations
will arise, namely the decay of these superheavy particles could be before or after the end of the kination period, and
the reheating temperature differs in both cases.

1. Decay before the end of kination: In the case of Instant Preheating, in order to evade an undesirable second
inflationary period, it is mandatory that the produced particles decay into lighter ones before the end of kination
[8].

First of all, it is important to realise that the energy density of the heavy particles scales as a=3(t), and during
kination the one of the inflaton field scales as a~%(t). Since during kination the energy density of the inflaton
dominates, from the Friedmann equation one deduces that the Hubble rate scales as a~3(¢) during kination. We
recall as well that the decay finishes when the decay rate is of the same order as the Hubble rate, that is when

3
'~ Hyeo = Hiin (‘;’;") , where I" denotes the decay rate and the sub-index dec means that the quantities are

evaluated at the decay end.

Then, the corresponding energy densities at the decay end will be

3
Akin r
Py,dec = 3F2M2 and dec) = \Pkin ( ) = \Pkin) 77> 66
v Pl (pacc) = (prin) v (Prin) o (66)
where (pr;n) was already defined as the value of the energy density (19)) at the beginning of kination, and it is
the quantity that depends on the S-Bogoliubov coefficient.

Imposing that the end of the decay precedes the end of kination, which means (pgec) < py,dec, and taking into
account that it is after the beginning of the kination, i.e., I' < Hy;,, one gets

(Prkin)

M < T < Hygp. (67)
3HkinM;3[
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Finally, the reheating temperature, i.e., the temperature of the universe when the relativistic plasma in thermal
equilibrium starts to dominate, which happens when py ren ~ (pren), can be calculated as follows: Since after
the decay the evolution of the respective energy densities is given by

reh reh

6 4
Adec Ade
Py,reh = Po,dec <ade) and (Pren) = (Pdec) ( dec) ) (68)

2
we will have % = (Zd—’) , and thus, from the Stefan-Boltzmann law p;.e;, = %;greh en, where grcp, = 106.75
p,dec reh

is the effective number of degrees of freedom for the Standard Model, the reheating temperature will be

30 \* 30 \* 1 [(paee)
Tren = p) <p’f‘€h> = 2 px,dec
T=Greh T=Greh Pe,dec

10 1/4 in 3/4
~ < - ) (o 3}4 M,, (69)
32 Gren M2 H,[ T/

ENG

which clearly depends on {pgin), and thus on the S-Bogoliubov coefficient.

2. Decay after the end of kination.

When the decay of the x-field is after the end of kination (recall that kination ends when p, ~ (p)), one has to
impose I' < H(Tend) = Hend, where we have denoted by 7e,q the time at which kination ends. Taking this into
account, one has

2,0 end
HZ,p === (70)
en 3M5l
and
6 2
Py,end = Py, kin <& d) - Do ki 5 (71)
en ©,kin
where we have used that the kination ends when (pend) = py,end, meaning that (akm/amd)?’ = p”’“;"> So, the

condition I' < H,,,4 leads to the bound

pkm
< \/> 72
Mpl pgp kzn ( )

On the other hand, assuming once again instantaneous thermalization, the reheating temperature (i.e., the
temperature of the universe when the thermalized plasma starts to dominate) will be obtained when all the
superheavy particles decay, i.e. when H ~ I', obtaining

30 1/4 90 1/4
T’r‘eh - < > <pdec>1/4 - < B} ) RV FMpl, (73)

ﬂ-zgreh T=Greh

where we have used that after the end of the kination regime the energy density of the produced particles
dominates the one of the inflaton field.

In that case the reheating temperature is only related with the decay rate I', which has to satisfy the bound
which depends on {pgin), and thus, on the S-Bogoliubov coefficient.

6. CONCLUSIONS

The main goal of the present work is to point out the problems we have encountered calculating numerically the
B-Bogoliubov coefficient for smooth models. In fact, we have presented several ways to calculate it numerically, but
none of them seems to work correctly in the sense that we cannot ensure, for many reasons, that the obtained results
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are the correct ones. For example, working with toy models where one can obtain an analytical solution, the numerical
methods do not lead to the same results and, even worse, different numerical methods lead to different results.

Then, from our viewpoint, this is a problem that deserves complicated future studies at numerical level, because,
as we have already shown, the calculation of the 8-Bogoliubov coefficient in non-oscillatory models is essential to
obtain the reheating temperature of the universe. Maybe the problem is very technical and deep, and so, numerical
mathematics are needed, but our believe is that it could be possible to get the right value of these coefficients with
great accuracy.
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Appendix A: Numerical methods

In this appendix we will discuss the way in which we have performed the numerical computations in order to
calculate the Bogoliubov coefficient.
The procedure yields as follows:

1. Solve numerically the continuity equation ¢ +3H¢+V, = 0 in cosmic time with initial conditions at the Hubble
crossing.

This arises no problems, since it leads to the expected results given in Fig 1 in [19].

t
2. Compute the scale parameter a(t) = elio H),

Given that the value of the Hubble constant has been calculated numerically and a(t) spans through more than
25 orders of magnitude, this is something that needs to be done more accurately. So far, we have tried to obtain
a(t) both by computing the above integral or as the solution of the simple ODE o' (t) = H(t)a(t).

3. Once having a(t), solve the ODE or for the different range of values of k in order to obtain the value
of the Bogoliubov coefficient.

We have used the ordinary NDSolve function in Mathematica trying to tun the needed precision and accuracy

as well as the Filon-type methods in Matlab, but all have happened to lead to different results for the two sets
of ODEs.

Our guess is that the step 2 has not been successfully achieved and we are using wrong values of a(t) in step 3.
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