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We investigate the cosmological observables using the Euclidean path integral approach. Specif-

ically, we study both the no-boundary compact instantons scenario and the Euclidean wormholes

scenario that can induce the creation of two universes from nothing. It is known that perturbations

associated with the no-boundary scenario can only be consistent with the Bunch-Davies vacuum.

Here we demonstrate that the Euclidean wormholes can allow for a de Sitter invariant vacuum, the

so-called α-vacuum state, where the Bunch-Davies vacuum is a special case. This therefore provides

the α-vacuum a geometrical origin. As an aside, we discuss a subtle phase issue when considering

the power spectrum related to α-vacuum in the closed universe framework.
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I. INTRODUCTION

While modern cosmology has entered the era of precision cosmology, the inflationary cosmology [1] is currently

the most-favored one amongst all existing early universe theories. In an inflationary scenario, quantum fluctua-

tions of the inflaton field were amplified and eventually became the seeds for the large-scale structure formation

and the observed cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies. For instance, the latest CMB anisotropy

measurement from Planck [2] shows a nearly scale-invariant scalar power spectrum with the non-measurements

of the primordial non-Gaussianities and of the isocurvature perturbations. These results, together with other
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measurements, constrain the possible inflationary models and currently are in favor of a simple inflationary

model with a Starobinsky-type potential, in which a plateau-like potential generates the quasi-de Sitter phase

during the slow-roll period [3].

Besides the difference in the actions of the inflaton fields, to compute the theoretical expectations of an

inflation model, we also need to assume a specific quantum vacuum state for the scalar perturbations. Since

the de Sitter space serves as a good approximation of the exponentially expanding period of inflation, the choice

of vacuum is commonly reduced to the discussion of the choice of vacuum in a de Sitter space [4]. In this sense,

the most natural one is to choose the Bunch-Davies vacuum [5].

However, interestingly, this is not the unique de Sitter invariant vacuum. If we introduce a kind of Bogoliubov

transformation from the Bunch-Davies vacuum, we will obtain a new vacuum that is still de Sitter invariant.

This continuous class of vacua is known as the α-vacuum [6–9], where α is a parameter that describes a specific

vacuum and the Bunch-Davies vacuum is just a special case of the α-vacuum.

In inflationary cosmology, the surge of the consideration of α-vacuum was triggered by the discussion of

the trans-Planckian effect on the predictions of inflation for cosmological fluctuation spectrum [10], where

Danielsson suggested that the cutoff of our ignorance of the trans-Planckian physics can be encoded in the

choice of initial conditions for the field modes when they start out at cutoff energy scale [11] (see also Ref. [12]).

As a result, the correction to the cosmological fluctuation spectrum can be of the order of O(H/Λ), where H

is the Hubble parameter when the physical momentum of the mode is on a par with the fixed cutoff scale Λ,

which in the most modest case is set to be the Planck scale MPl. While in a pure de Sitter background, the

above-mentioned Hubble parameter is a constant for different k-modes, in a realistic slow-rolling inflationary

model, the slowly changing Hubble parameter induces an oscillatory behavior on the power spectrum, which

was first quantitatively estimated in Ref. [13]. However, later study shows this modulation on the power

spectrum might be too small to be measured [14]. On the other hand, the α-vacuum creates distinct features

in the non-Gaussianities [15], so the existence of the α-vacuum might be either supported or strongly limited

by future observations once the primordial non-Gaussianities are measured.

Next, one should understand that Danielsson’s method is only an effective approach, and the correction

to the power spectrum can be smaller depending on different theories considered for quantum gravity. For

instance, before the model-independent effective approach to the trans-Planckian effect on the cosmological

fluctuation spectrum, studies were carried out in a model-dependent way on the modification of dispersion

relations or the non-commutative geometry from string theory. Meanwhile, models from quantum cosmology,

for instance, the no-boundary proposal (NBP) [16] and the tunneling proposal [17] were not considered in the

discussion of the trans-Planckian effect. This is, in fact, not so surprising since in both models, the Bunch

Davies vacuum is the only consistent choice of the vacuum state for the matter perturbations [18, 19]. Thus,

if future observations support the α-vacuum, the above two popular models from the quantum cosmology

frameworks will be disfavored if no new mechanism generating deviation from the Bunch-Davies vacuum can

be introduced in a consistent way. Then, a natural question one can ask is, do there exist models from quantum

cosmology that support the α-vacuum for the fluctuations?
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We find that the answer to this interesting question is positive by considering the Euclidean wormhole

scenario. However, we report that deviation from the Bunch-Davies vacuum is exponentially suppressed in the

Euclidean regime, so the imprint on the cosmological observables might be small without fine-tuning. Another

result worth mentioning is that since the Euclidean wormhole, like the NBP, is formulated in a closed spacetime,

we find a non-trivial phase issue for the mode solutions once we consider the mixing of the positive and negative

frequency modes. To our best knowledge, this issue has never been raised since the modulation of the power

spectrum by the α-vacuum is always carried out in a spatially flat universe framework. Only after identifying

the correct phase factor, can the power spectrum approach to the spatial flat result in the large n limit. We

analytically demonstrate the origin of this n-dependent phase issue by using a massless scalar field.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we give a brief introduction to the Euclidean wormhole

and summarize our formalism to define and compute the power spectrum of the cosmological perturbations.

In Sec. III, we compute the power spectrum and compare the results between that of compact instantons

and Euclidean wormholes. The reason for including the n-dependent phase factor for the initial condition is

discussed. Finally, in Sec. IV, we summarize our results and discuss possible future research topics.

II. ESSENTIALS OF EUCLIDEAN COSMOLOGY

In Euclidean quantum cosmology, one deals with the Euclidean path integral, which is a solution to the

Wheeler-DeWitt equation at the formal level. Therefore, in principle, this path integral can describe non-

perturbative aspects of the Universe. The Euclidean path integral is the integration between the in-state and

the out-state [16]. Using this approach, Hartle and Hawking provided a wave function, where there is no

dependence on the initial boundary; there exists the final boundary dependence only in the wave function.

This proposal of the boundary condition of the Universe is known as the no-boundary proposal because there

is no initial boundary. Interestingly, according to Halliwell and Hawking [24], the compact instantons of the

no-boundary proposal conform with the Bunch-Davies state for density perturbations [5].

This no-boundary proposal is a very elegant and reasonable proposal for the boundary condition of the

wave function, but this requires the separation of the Euclidean manifold between the initial and the final

hypersurfaces. In other words, the Euclidean manifold for the final state must be regular and compact, such

as the poles of the sphere. However, it is not necessarily true in general [20]. If one considers a kind of

excited quantum state [21] or non-trivial dynamics of the matter field [20], the regular and compact boundary

conditions of the instantons are not allowed. In a cosmological context, the next candidate instanton, which

is regular but non-compact, is the Euclidean wormholes that connect from the initial boundary to the final

boundary [22]. There might be several ways to interpret this Euclidean wormhole; either tunneling from the

initial boundary to the final boundary or tunneling of two universes from nothing [23]. In this paper, we will

mainly focus on the latter interpretation.
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A. Euclidean path integral approach

The Euclidean path integral is a solution to the Wheeler-DeWitt equation at the formal level. Therefore, in

principle, this path integral can describe non-perturbative aspects of the Universe. The Euclidean path integral

is the integration between the in-state and the out-state as follows [16]:

Ψ [hf , ϕf ;hi, ϕi] =

∫
DgµνDϕ e−SE[gµν ,ϕ], (1)

where hi,f are the 3-metrics at the initial and the hypersurfaces, ϕi,f are the field values of the matter field ϕ at

the initial and the final hypersurfaces, respectively, and SE is the Euclidean action of the metric gµν and the

matter field ϕ. This integration is to sum over all geometries and field configurations that connect from |hi, ϕi⟩

to |hf , ϕf⟩.

From this formal wave function, one can use the steepest-descent approximation for practical computations.

One can approximate this integration as a sum of on-shell solutions, or so-called instantons:

Ψ [hf , ϕf ;hi, ϕi] ≃
∑

e−Sinstanton
E . (2)

In several examples, the instanton of the in-state |hi, ϕi⟩ and the instanton of the out-state |hf , ϕf⟩ can be

independent of each other. In this case, one can present this as follows:

Ψ [hf , ϕf ;hi, ϕi] ≃ e−[S
instanton
E (final)−Sinstanton

E (initial)], (3)

where Sinstanton
E (initial) and Sinstanton

E (final) are the Euclidean actions for the initial and final instantons, re-

spectively. If this kind of separation of instantons between the initial and the final states is possible, it is not

surprising to write the wave function only for the final state:

Ψ [hf , ϕf ] =

∫
DgµνDϕ e−SE[gµν ,ϕ] ≃ e−Sinstanton

E (final). (4)

In this case, there is no dependence on the initial boundary; there exists the final boundary dependence only

in the wave function. This proposal of the boundary condition of the Universe is known as the no-boundary

proposal because there is no initial boundary.

On the other hand, if we do not exclude the initial boundary, we need to see the generic Euclidean path

integral in the following form:

Ψ
[
h(2)µν , ϕ

(2)
0 ;h(1)µν , ϕ

(1)
0

]
=

∫
DgµνDϕ e−SE[gµν ,ϕ], (5)

where gµν is the metric, ϕ is a matter field, and we sum over all regular Euclidean geometries that have

boundary values ∂gµν = h
(1)
µν ∪ h(2)µν and ∂ϕ = ϕ

(1)
0 ∪ ϕ(2)0 .

Since this path integral has two boundaries, there can be two interpretations (Fig. 1):

– 1. One arrow of time: A universe with boundary values ∂gµν = h
(1)
µν , ∂ϕ = ϕ

(1)
0 tunnels to boundary

values ∂gµν = h
(2)
µν , ∂ϕ = ϕ

(2)
0 , or vice versa.

– 2. Two arrows of time: Two universes with boundary values ∂gµν = h
(1,2)
µν and ∂ϕ = ϕ

(1,2)
0 are created

from nothing.

In this paper, we will follow the second interpretation [20, 23].
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E LE'L'

Interpretation 1: one arrow of time

Interpretation 2: two arrows of time

FIG. 1: Interpretation of Euclidean solutions with two boundaries. E ∪ E′ corresponds the Euclidean manifold that

connects two Lorentzian manifolds L and L′. One can interpret either there exists one arrow or two arrows of time.

B. Background solutions

As a simple model, let us consider a Euclidean action consisting of the standard Einstein-Hilbert term and

the kinetic and potential energies of the inflaton:

SE =

∫ √
+gd4x

[
− R

16π
+

1

2
(∂µΦ)

2
+ U(Φ)

]
, (6)

where Φ is the scalar inflaton with the potential U(Φ). In addition, we assume the background metric to be a

homogeneous, isotropic, and closed universe:

ds2E = σ2
(
dτ2 + a2(τ)dΩ2

3

)
, (7)

where dΩ2
3 = dχ2+sin2 χ(dθ2+sin2 θdφ2) (with angle variables χ, θ, and φ) and σ2 = 8πU0/3 with a constant

U0.

After redefining ϕ =
√
4π/3Φ and V = U/U0, one can derive the equations of motion for the background

geometry and the inflaton:

ȧ2 − 1 + a2
(
−ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ)

)
= 0, (8)

ä+ 2aϕ̇2 + aV = 0, (9)

ϕ̈+ 3
ȧ

a
ϕ̇− 1

2

dV

dϕ
= 0, (10)

where dots denote differentiation for the Euclidean time τ .

a. Compact instantons In the no-boundary proposal, one requires the regular and compact condition of

the manifold. So, for example, one can present the compactness condition such that a(0) = 0. Due to the

regularity of the solution, this requires ȧ(0) = 1 and ϕ̇(0) = 0.

As a simple demonstration, let us consider U(Φ) = λ2U0 and Φ is a constant. Then, the solution becomes

a = λ−1 sin(λτ). (11)
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The location for the Wick-rotation is at τ = π/2λ. After the Wick-rotation to the Lorentzian time τ → π/2λ+it,

the result becomes

a = λ−1 cosh(λt). (12)

b. Euclidean wormholes In Euclidean gravity, there are several models of Euclidean wormholes [20, 23].

(1) Conformal gravity : From the Wheeler-DeWitt equation of Einstein gravity with a conformally coupled

scalar field, one can introduce the separation of variables for the entire wave function [16, 21]. Thanks to

this separation of variables, one can specify the energy eigenvalues En = n+ 1/2, where n = 0, 1, 2, 3, ...

and a should satisfy

ȧ2 = 1− Λ

3
a2 − 2En

a2
, (13)

where Λ is the cosmological constant. The on-shell solution of this equation has two turning points:

a2min ≃ 2En and a2max ≃ 3/Λ, where the former corresponds to the throat of the Euclidean wormhole and

the latter determines the Wick-rotation point.

(2) String-inspired theory : Euclidean wormholes are also possible in the axion-induced model [25] given by

the Euclidean action

SE =

∫
d4x

√
+g

(
− R

16π
+

1

2
GIJ(ϕ)∇µϕI∇µϕ

J

)
, (14)

where I, J denotes different species of scalar fields andGIJ can have negative signs in Euclidean signatures.

Thanks to the negative-sign contributions, a should satisfy

ȧ2 = 1− C

a4
, (15)

where C is a positive constant. This allows a turning point at a2min =
√
C, which corresponds to the

throat of an asymptotically flat Euclidean wormhole. Further investigations of Euclidean wormholes in

the anti-de Sitter space are in [26, 27].

(3) Kinetic effects of a scalar field : For simplicity, let us consider a free scalar field with U(Φ) = λ2U0 case,

where λ is a rescaled cosmological constant. Then, the scalar field satisfies

dϕ

dτ
= i

A

a3
, (16)

where A is a constant. Hence,

ȧ2 = 1− λ2a2 − A2

a4
(17)

should be satisfied in the Euclidean domain. This allows two turning points: a2min ≃ |A| and a2max ≃ λ−2

for real-valued A [20, 23]. The former corresponds to the throat of an asymptotically de Sitter Euclidean

wormhole and the latter is the Wick-rotation point. Note that this kind of Euclidean wormhole can be

generalized to the models with a non-trivial potential with inflationary scenario [28] or even in the anti-de

Sitter background [29].
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Re[a]

Im[a]

λ-1Sin[λτ]

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
τ

0.5

1.0

1.5

a[τ]

FIG. 2: The black curve is the real part and the blue curve is the imaginary part of a(τ), where we assume an Euclidean

wormhole solution following the model in [20, 23] with amin ≃ 0.200854 and amax ≃ 1.54488, while the red dashed curve

is a(τ) of a compact instanton with the same amax ≃ 1.5451.

In summary, Euclidean wormholes can be described by the following equation of motion:

ȧ2 = 1−Ba2 − C

an
, (18)

where B and C are positive constants and n is a positive number. Here, B, C, and n depend on a specific model.

In this paper, we will focus on the case that n = 4, but our formalism does not depend on a specific model

of the Euclidean wormhole. C determines the throat size of the wormhole a2min ≃ C2/n and B determines the

Wick-rotation point a2max ≃ 1/B. Note that C = 0 provides a compact instanton according to the no-boundary

proposal. Fig. 2 shows an example of the Euclidean wormhole solution as well as the compact instanton

following the model in [20, 23]. Here, one can notice that the Euclidean wormhole is specified by the model

parameters amin and amax.

C. Perturbations

In cosmology, in addition to the background geometry and the inflaton field, cosmological perturbations

are also important since they are essential for the structure formation. In this section, we introduce the

perturbations to the minisuperspace metric following Halliwell-Hawking prescription [24]:

ds2 = σ2
[
−
(
N2 −NiN

i
)
dz2 + 2Nidx

idz + hijdx
idxj

]
, (19)
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where

N = N0

[
1 +

1√
6

∑
nlm

gnlmQnlm

]
, (20)

Ni = a
∑
nlm

[
1√
6
knlm (Pi)nlm +

√
2jonlm (So

i )nlm +
√
2jenlm (Se

i )nlm

]
, (21)

hij = a2

[
γij +

∑
nlm

(√
6

3
anlmQnlmγij +

√
6bnlm (Pij)nlm +

√
2conlm

(
So
ij

)
nlm

+
√
2cenlm

(
Se
ij

)
nlm

+2donlm
(
Go

ij

)
nlm

+ 2denlm
(
Ge

ij

)
nlm

)]
, (22)

Φ =

√
3

4π
ϕ+

√
3π

2

∑
nlm

fnlmQnlm, (23)

and γijdx
idxj = dΩ2

3. Here, {anℓm, bnℓm, cnℓm, dnℓm, gnℓm, knℓm, jnℓm, fnℓm} are perturbations beyond the

minisuperspace, the superscript o (e) denotes odd (even) parity, Qnℓm is the scalar harmonic on a 3-sphere of the

unit radius, {(Pi)nℓm, (Si)nℓm} are vector harmonics, and {(Pij)nℓm, (Sij)nℓm, (Gij)nℓm} are tensor harmonics.

As usual, z is real-valued in the metric. The Euclidean time is defined by dτ2 = −N2
0 dz

2 for an imaginary-

valuedN0, while the Lorentzian time is defined by dt2 = N2
0 dz

2 for a real-valuedN0. Therefore, the conventional

Wick-rotation corresponds to taking dτ → idt, which casts Eqs. (8), (9), and (10) into the Lorentzian form:

ȧ2 + 1− a2
(
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ)

)
= 0, (24)

ä+ 2aϕ̇2 − aV = 0, (25)

ϕ̈+ 3
ȧ

a
ϕ̇+

1

2

dV

dϕ
= 0, (26)

where dots now denote differentiation with respect to the Lorentzian time t. In addition, in the slow-roll limit,

one can approximate the equation for the matter perturbation as follows [24]:

f̈nlm + 3
ȧ

a
ḟnlm +

(
1

2

d2V

dϕ2
+
n2 − 1

a2

)
fnlm ≃ 0. (27)

D. Wave function of matter perturbation

Cosmological observables are related to the expectation values; as in quantum mechanics, these expectation

values are determined by the wave functions. In quantum cosmology, the wave function of the universe can be

factorized as:

Ψ [a, ϕ, δϕ] = Ψbg [a, ϕ]
∏
nlm

ψnlm [fnlm; a, ϕ] , (28)

where Ψbg is the wave function of the background fields a and ϕ, and ψnlm is the wave function of the matter

perturbation fnlm with metric determined by the background fields (a, ϕ). The matter wave function ψnlm can

be evaluated from the Euclidean path integral:

ψnlm =

∫
Dfnlmexp

[
−
∫ τf

τi

dτLnlm

]
≃ Anlmexp

[
−
∫ τf

τi

dτLnlm

]
, (29)

where Anlm is a normalization factor, Lnlm is the Euclidean Lagrangian of the matter perturbation, and the

steepest-descent approximation is applied in the last step. In the Euclidean wormhole considerations, we regard
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that τi corresponds to the wormhole throat (amin) and τf corresponds the endpoint of the integral that can be

chosen arbitrarily. We will evaluate the wave function after the horizon crossing time and check whether our

result is independent of the time choice or not. Also, our result must be consistent with the standard result in

quantum field theory. After integrating the Euclidean action, one obtains

ψnlm ≃ Anlm exp

[
−1

2
a3fnlmḟnlm

∣∣∣∣τf
τi

]
= Bnlm exp

[
− 1

2
a3fnlmḟnlm

∣∣∣∣
τf

]
, (30)

where Bnlm is a normalization constant that absorbs the constant contribution of the Euclidean action at τi.

We must regard ψnlm as a functional of fnlm and hence we need to regard fnlm as an operator f̂nlm. Although

we know the value of the wave function, within the constraint of the value, there are infinitely many possibilities

to choose the functional dependence between f̂nlm and ψnlm. To provide a probability distribution that is

consistent with the results of the quantum field theory, one needs to consider the quantum mode expansion:

f̂nlm = fnlmânlm + f∗nlmâ
†
nlm, (31)

where anlm and a†nlm are annihilation and creation operators of a certain vacuum, respectively. If we impose

the condition that the wave function is annihilated by the operator a, we obtain the result [18]:

ψnlm

[
f̂nlm

]
= Cnlm exp

[
−

(
a3ḟnlm
2fnlm

)∣∣∣∣∣
τf

f̂2nlm

]
, (32)

and hence, the wave function has a Gaussian-like form. This is a kind of vacua, but this is not guaranteed

whether this vacuum is the Bunch-Davies state or not. Indeed, the properties of the vacuum are related to the

background manifold. We will investigate this problem later.

Equivalently, if we Wick-rotate the wave function to the Lorentzian time t, we present as follows:

ψnlm

[
f̂nlm

]
= Cnlm exp

[
i

(
a3ḟnlm
2fnlm

)∣∣∣∣∣
tf

f̂2nlm

]
. (33)

By defining fnlm = vnlm/a and dη = dt/a, the Lorentzian equations of motion of vnlm(η) is then

v′′nlm = −
[
n2 − 1− a′′

a
+
a2

2

d2V

dϕ2

]
vnlm, (34)

where ′ denotes differentiation with respect to η.

After some computations (see Appendix), we obtain the following formula:

P(n) = 2π2P (n) = n
(
n2 − 1

)〈∣∣∣f̂n∣∣∣2〉 =
n
(
n2 − 1

)
2a2Re

[
−i v

′
n

vn

] , (35)

where ′ denotes a differentiation with respect to η. Here, vn = afn and P (n) has the conventional normalization.

III. QUANTUM STATES WITH EUCLIDEAN GEOMETRIC ORIGINS

Now we are ready to compute the power spectrum of a scalar field. We will compare our result from the

Euclidean path integral approach with the results from the quantum field theory in the flat space limit, and

we will further ask the physical meaning as well as their consistency.
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A. Reproduction of the Bunch-Davies state from the no-boundary proposal

First, let us compute the power spectrum of the compact instantons (no-boundary proposal).

1. Computations from instantons

In the no-boundary proposal, the Euclidean scale factor is a(τ) = λ−1 sin(λτ), and the perturbation mode

fn(τ) satisfies the equation of motion:

f̈n(τ) = −3
ȧ

a
ḟn +

(
n2 − 1

a2
+ µ2

)
fn, (36)

where λ is a cosmological constant and µ is the inflaton mass. After we solve the equation, we obtain the

solution:

fn(τ) = Dn(ζ − ζ2)(n−1)/2
2F1

(
n− ν, n+ ν + 1;n+ 1; ζ

)
, (37)

where

ν = −1

2
+

√
9

4
− µ2

λ2
, ζ =

1− cos(λτ)

2
, (38)

Dn is a normalization constant, and 2F1 is the hypergeometric function [18]. This solution satisfies the Euclidean

initial conditions: ḟ1(τ = 0) = 0 and fn≥2(τ = 0) = 0, as required by the regularity condition in the no-

boundary proposal implied by Eq. (36). By performing analytic continuation τ → π/2λ + it, one obtains the

corresponding Lorentzian solution. It is known that this solution picks out the Bunch-Davies vacuum state in

a closed universe [34].

In our numerical treatment, we set the Euclidean initial conditions as follows to make the equation of motion

regular [30]:

fn(τi) = e−iδn
1

2
ϵτ2i , ḟn(τi) = e−iδnϵτi, (39)

where δn is an arbitrary phase that can be mode-dependent. Here, τi ≪ 1 and ϵ is an arbitrary parameter.

(In our work, we set1 δn = nπ/2, ϵ = τi = 10−3.) Fig. 3 (left) shows that the scalar power spectrum obtained

based on our numerical treatment agrees well with that obtained according to the above analytic formula.

2. Dependence on the evaluation time

In general, the power spectrum is both mode-dependent and time-dependent. However, in certain situations,

the time dependence only results in a trivial amplitude shift. For example, in a spatially flat Lorentzian universe

1 The reason for this choice will be discussed in the following sections.
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with power-law (a = a0t
p) inflation, the positive frequency Bunch-Davies perturbation mode Uk(η̃)/a(η̃), which

now has a continuous mode k instead of the discrete one n and the conformal time η̃ ∈ (−∞, 0−), is given by

Uk(η̃) =

√
−πη̃
4

iν+1/2H(1)
ν (−kη̃), (40)

where H
(1)
ν is the Hankel function and ν = 3/2+1/(p−1). In this case, the Hubble parameter H(t) = ȧ(t)/a(t)

is time-dependent:

H(y)y−
ϵ

1−ϵ =
1

ϵ

( y
kϵ

) ϵ
1−ϵ y−

ϵ
1−ϵ = H∗ = const., (41)

where y = k/aH = −k(1−ϵ)η̃, ϵ = 1/p, and H∗ here is the Hubble parameter evaluated at the horizon-crossing:

y∗ = k/a(t∗)H(t∗) = 1, which is a constant.

For ϵ = 0, which corresponds to the massless de Sitter inflation in a flat universe, H = H∗. The corresponding

scalar power spectrum P (k) = k3|Uk|2/(2π2a2) for a given mode k evaluated at any moment in time y is

P (k) =
H2

4π2
(1 + y2) =

H2
∗

4π2
(1 + y2). (42)

Therefore, if we choose the horizon-crossing time, y = 1, we obtain P (k) = H2
∗/2π

2; if we choose the super-

horizon limit, y ≪ 1, we obtain P (k) = H2
∗/4π

2, which is the standard result for matter perturbations in the

Bunch-Davies state of a spatially flat, massless de Sitter universe. In this case, the power spectra at the horizon

crossing time and at the super-horizon limit simply differ by a trivial factor of 2 [35].

3. Scale-invariance of the power spectrum

In the no-boundary proposal, the Hubble parameter H(t) = λ tanh(λt) is time-dependent, and, e.g., it has

the horizon-crossing value H(tn) = λn/
√
n2 + 1, which is mode-dependent. By setting λ = H∗, where H∗ is

the horizon-crossing value for the Hubble parameter in a flat universe, H(tn) = H∗n/
√
n2 + 1. Therefore, for

large modes n ≫ 1, the curvature term “1” is negligible, which results in H(tn) ≃ H∗ becomes approximately

mode-independent, and this recovers the scale-invariance of the spectrum.

On the other hand, as far as the time evolution of the comoving Hubble radius (1/aH) is concerned, the

spatial curvature of the Universe can cause observable differences around the onset of inflation [36]. Since

perturbation modes with small n (long wavelength) leave the horizon earlier than modes with large n (short

wavelength), these small n modes can carry imprints of the curvature before the curvature effect is diluted

away by the rapid expansion of the Universe. As a result, the power spectrum in the no-boundary proposal is

suppressed at small n due to the positive spatial curvature, while the spectrum is always scale-invariant in the

absence of curvature.

The above discussions of the scalar power spectrum of the no-boundary instantons are summarized in Fig. 3

(right):

– 1. The power spectrum is also time-dependent, where the power spectra at the horizon crossing time and at

the super-horizon limit differ by a factor of “2” [35] in the large n limit.
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FIG. 3: Left: The scalar power spectrum based on our numerical treatment agrees well with analytic results evaluated

at different time y = n/aH. Right: In the no-boundary proposal, scale-invariant behavior is recovered at large n, while

there is suppression at small n. The invariant values are indicated by the horizontal dashed lines.

– 2. The scale-invariance is recovered at large n.

– 3. The power spectrum is suppressed at small n which was observed in [30–32].

Now we conclude that our numerical treatment is consistent with the analytic solution as well as various

theoretical expectations.

B. Existence of the α-vacuum state in Euclidean wormholes

In the previous subsection, we reported that our numerical computations are consistent with analytic solutions

as well as previously known theoretical expectations. Now, using our technique, we will extend the computations

to the Euclidean wormholes.

Now one can ask what is the crucial difference between the no-boundary proposal and the Euclidean worm-

holes. As mentioned in the previous subsection, the no-boundary proposal imposes initial conditions on the

matter perturbation. However, if we relax the no-boundary proposal, e.g., considering the Euclidean wormhole

solution, we will have more freedom to choose the initial conditions which may allow the possibility of going

beyond the usual Bunch-Davies state [6–9].

Interestingly, in our setup, we already chose operators for a vacuum condition. Therefore, it is very reasonable

to conclude that the Euclidean wormholes may explain a kind of vacuum state which goes beyond the Bunch-

Davies state. If we further impose the de Sitter invariance condition, we will show that the Euclidean wormholes

allow the α-vacua for matter perturbations.

1. Standard α-vacuum in flat de Sitter space

Standard discussions of α-vacuum involve a mode-independent α-parameter with Re(α) < 0 and a massive

scalar field in a spatially flat inflationary universe. α-vacuum is de Sitter invariant and its corresponding mode
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function is given by the Mottola-Allen transformation [7, 8]:

uk (η̃) = AkUk (η̃) +BkU
∗
k (η̃) , (43)

where

|Ak|2 − |Bk|2 = 1 (44)

is the normalization condition, η̃ ∈ (−∞, 0−),

Uk (η̃) =

√
−πη̃
4

iν+1/2H(1)
ν (−kη̃) , (45)

and

ν =

√
9

4
− µ2

H2
∗
. (46)

Here, Uk is the standard positive frequency Bunch-Davies mode and (Ak, Bk) = Nα(1, e
α) are the Bogoliubov

coefficients with Nα = (1− eα+α∗
)−1/2 [9].

Note that the existence of the α-parameter modifies the scalar power spectrum. For example, in the massless

case µ = 0 and in the super-Hubble limit y = k/ȧ(t) ≪ 1,

|uk (y ≪ 1)|2 = |Uk(y ≪ 1)|2
(
1 + eα+α∗ − 2Re(eα)

1− eα+α∗

)
, (47)

where |Uk(y ≪ 1)/a|2 = H2
∗/2k

3 and a = eH∗t = −1/H∗η̃. Since the scalar power spectrum is proportional to

|uk/a|2, the mode-independent α-parameter results in a mode-independent amplitude shift.

2. No-boundary vs. Euclidean wormholes: Euclidean and Lorentzian initial conditions

In the no-boundary proposal, the requirements of compactness and regularity at the South Pole uniquely pick

out the Euclidean growing mode, and this leads to a Bunch-Davies mode. To allow the α-vacuum, the other

linearly independent solution, which is an Euclidean decaying mode, must be allowed. However, the Euclidean

decaying mode diverges at the South Pole and breaks the regularity condition of the no-boundary instanton.

This shows that the no-boundary proposal does not admit an α-vacuum state.

On the other hand, in the Euclidean wormhole scenario, since a(τ = 0) = amin ̸= 0, there would be no

divergence for the two linearly independent mode functions, and they can both survive to construct the α-

vacuum mode:

vn = Nα

(
Vn + eα

∗
V ∗
n

)
(48)

in the Lorentzian domain, where Vn (V ∗
n ) is approximately the negative (positive) frequency Bunch-Davies

mode, which will correspond to a growing (decaying) mode in the Euclidean domain, and α∗ is the complex

conjugate of α.
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FIG. 4: Perturbation modes (n = 3) in the Euclidean regime with δn = 0. The left is the Euclidean growing mode and

the right is the Euclidean decaying mode. These two Euclidean modes can be significantly different at small τ , but they

can have identical values at the Wick rotation point τ = X.

Let us denote the Euclidean growing (decaying) mode corresponding to Vn/a (V ∗
n /a) by gn (dn). Then,

Lorentzian initial conditions of vn at t = 0 are determined by the Euclidean modes evaluated at the Wick-

rotation point τ = X by

vn = Nαamax

(
gn + eα

∗
g∗n

)
, (49)

v′n = iNαa
2
max

(
ġn − eα

∗
ġ∗n

)
, (50)

where ′ is the derivation with respect to η ≡ 2 arctan[tanh
(
λt/2

)
], a(τ = X) = amax, and we have made use of

the fact that

dn(X) = g∗n(X), (51)

ḋn(X) = −ġ∗n(X), (52)

which are necessary for the analyticity. This shows that, for a wide range in the α-parameter space, i.e.,

|Re(α)| ≥ 1, vn can be approximately dominated by a single Bunch-Davies component, if gn(X) and ġn(X)

have the same order of magnitudes as their complex conjugates, due to the exponentially hierarchy between

two modes by the factor eRe(α). One can observe that if Re(gn) monotonically increases forward in τ , then

Re(dn) monotonically decreases (see Fig. 4). This means that, even when |Re(α)| ≥ 1, it is still possible that

vn in the Euclidean domain has different Euclidean initial conditions compared to the no-boundary proposal,

depending on the value of eα
∗
dn(0).

To summarize, the Euclidean growing and decaying modes are exponentially increasing and decreasing in

the Euclidean domain. In the no-boundary proposal, since the decaying mode diverges at τ = 0, one is forced

to choose Re(α) → −∞, which uniquely picks out the Bunch-Davies vacuum. However, it is fair to say that

Euclidean wormholes allow the adjustment of the α-parameter to allow non-trivial α-vacua by superposing the

growing and decaying modes, since the two modes are regular.
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3. The n-dependent phase factor in the Euclidean regime

Now we ask how to adjust the initial condition of scalar perturbations at τ = 0. In this subsection, we discuss

the detailed reason why we have chosen a specific form Eq. (39).

Recall that we have included a non-trivial phase δn = nπ/2 for the Euclidean initial conditions in Eq. (39).

In the following, we will demonstrate that there is a non-trivial n-dependent phase factor in the mode function

for closed universes which is consistent with the flat space limit. As a result, we need to include this phase

factor δn for the Euclidean initial conditions to have the correct power spectrum for a general α-vacuum.

In the following, we utilize a massless spectator scalar field in a pure de Sitter background to analytically

show why this phase factor emerges in the closed universe setting2. Before we enter the main discussion, we

first quickly review the parallel scenario in the flat slicing de Sitter space and introduce a more useful variable

that will play a crucial role in the closed universe case later.

Firstly, the mode equation of a massless spectator scalar field in flat slicing de Sitter space is given by [37, 38]

u′′k(η̃) +

(
k2 − 2

η̃2

)
uk(η̃) = 0, (53)

where k is the comoving wave number and η̃ is the conformal time runs from −∞ to 0−. This differential

equation admits the general solution

uk(η̃) = Ak
1√
2k

(
1− i

kη̃

)
e−ikη̃ +Bk

1√
2k

(
1 +

i

kη̃

)
eikη̃, (54)

where the coefficients are chosen to follow the relation |Ak|2 − |Bk|2 = 1 to have the creation and annihilation

operators satisfying the required commutation relation.

When the wavelength of a mode is much smaller compared to the Hubble radius, the curvature of the

spacetime has little effect on it. In the flat slicing de Sitter space, it happens for all modes in the infinite past

η̃ → −∞, where the mode solutions reduce to the form of the usual positive mode solution in a Minkowski

spacetime

lim
η̃→∞

uk(η̃) =
1√
2k
e−ikη̃. (55)

Thus, modes in their sub-horizon limit offer the natural choice of coefficients: Ak = 1 and Bk = 0, which leads

to the mode solution

uk(η̃) =
1√
2k

(
1− i

kη̃

)
e−ikη̃. (56)

That is, we choose only the positive frequency mode function.

Next, to make the comparison of the wavelength of a mode and the characteristic length scale of the expanding

background more explicitly, we can consider the following variable

ỹ ≡ k

aH
= −kη̃ ∼ RH

lphy(k)
, (57)

2 We are aware that the mixing of positive and negative frequency modes for the massless scalar field cannot be called an alpha
vacuum since the corresponding vacuum is not invariant under the full continuous de Sitter symmetry. Nevertheless, this phase
issue exists both in the massive and massless cases, and the analytic result is much easier to derive in the massless case.
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where RH is the physical Hubble radius, and lphy(k) is the physical length of a mode specified by the comoving

wave number k. Using Eq. (57), one can rewrite Eq. (53) into

u′′k(ỹ) +

(
1− 2

ỹ2

)
uk(ỹ) = 0, (58)

and the positive frequency mode function Eq. (56) into

uk(ỹ) =
1√
2k

(
1 +

i

ỹ

)
eiỹ. (59)

Notice that the condition of sub-horizon limit, where we previously determined the coefficients Ak and Bk,

becomes ỹ ≫ 1, and under this limit, Eq. (58) reduces to

u′′k(ỹ) + uk(ỹ) = 0, (60)

for which the positive frequency mode solution is

uk =
1√
2k
eiỹ =

1√
2k
e−ikη̃. (61)

We shall refer to Eq. (61) as the standard sub-horizon limit (for the massive case, it is called the Bunch-Davies

limit) in which the mode solution is of a plane-wave form both in η̃ and ỹ. Meanwhile, the super-horizon limit,

where we evaluate the power spectrum of the scalar field, is simply given by the limit ỹ ≪ 1. We now see how

these relations play out in the closed de Sitter space.

Returning to the case of a closed universe, the equation of motion for the perturbation mode fn = vn/a =

u∗n/a,
3 Eq. (36), can be cast into the following massless Lorentzian form:

u′′n +

[
n2 − 1 +

1

2
(cos 2η − 3) sec2 η

]
un = 0, (62)

upon the standard analytic continuation and transforming the comoving time into the conventional conformal

time: η = 2arctan[tanh
(
λt/2

)
]. In this convention, 0 ≤ η < π/2. Similar to Eq. (57), we can define the

variable

y =
n

aH
=

n

tan η
∼ RH

lphy(n)
, (63)

and use it to rewrite Eq. (62) into(
1 +

y2

n2

)[
(n2 + y2)u′′n(y) + 2yu′n(y)

]
+

[
n2

y2
(y2 − 2)− 2

]
un = 0. (64)

This admits the positive frequency no-boundary solution [39]4:

un =
n√

2(n+ 1)n(n− 1)

(
1 +

i

y

)
exp

[
−in arctan n

y

]
, (65)

3 Following the usual convention, we denote the positive frequency mode by u and the negative frequency mode by v. They are
simply the complex conjugate of each other. Hence, u and v∗ define the same vacuum state.

4 In appendix C, we proved the equivalence between this solution and the massless limit of Eq.(37).
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where n ≥ 2. Now, comparing Eq. (58) with Eq. (64), we see that one major difference between them is that

the k is removed from the differential equation Eq. (58) but n still exists in Eq. (64). As a result, there are

three special regimes in the closed de Sitter scenario instead of two as in the flat de Sitter case, i.e., y ≪ 1 and

y ≫ 1. Putting these three special regimes according to the time order, they are y ≫ n ≫ 1, n ≫ y ≫ 1, and

n≫ 1 ≫ y.

One can check that the mode equation Eq. (64) reduces to the same form of the sub-horizon and super-horizon

limits of Eq. (58) in the regimes n≫ y ≫ 1 and n≫ 1 ≫ y as

u′′n(y) + un(y) = 0 when n≫ y ≫ 1,

u′′n(y)−
2

y2
un(y) = 0 when n≫ 1 ≫ y,

(66)

respectively, wherein the second line we have assumed |n2u′′n| ≫ |yu′n|, which can be checked by the solution

whether it is consistent. Now, the crucial point is this: does the positive frequency solution Eq. (65) also reduce

to the similar forms in these two regimes as those in the flat de Sitter case?

To answer this question, we use the following approximation in the two limits:

arctan
n

y
≃ n

y
+O

(
n3

y3

)
when

n

y
≪ 1,

arctan
n

y
≃ π

2
− y

n
+O

(
y3

n3

)
when

y

n
≪ 1.

(67)

Then we have Eq. (65) reducing to

un(y) ∼
1√
2n
e−in2/y when y ≫ n≫ 1,

un(y) ∼
1√
2n
e−inπ/2eiy when n≫ y ≫ 1,

un(y) ∼
1√
2n
e−inπ/2 i

y
eiy ∼ 1√

2n
e−inπ/2 i

y
when n≫ 1 ≫ y,

(68)

where the approximation eiy ∼ 1 is used to have the final form of un(y) in regime n ≫ 1 ≫ y satisfying the

super-horizon limit of the mode equation given in Eq. (66). We then see that the mode solution contains an

extra n-dependent phase factor e−inπ/2 in the regimes we are interested in. To remove this extra factor in the

regimes with n≫ 1 ≫ y, we multiply Eq. (65) by an overall phase factor einπ/2 to have

ũn(y) = einπ/2un(y) = einπ/2
n√

2(n+ 1)n(n− 1)

(
1 +

i

y

)
exp

[
−in arctan n

y

]
, (69)

and conclude that ũn(y) should be the correct form of the positive frequency mode solution for a massless

spectator field in the closed de Sitter space. Meanwhile, we can easily see that the multiplication of einπ/2

creates an n-dependent phase factor to the regimes y ≫ n≫ 1. That is,

ũn(y) ∼ einπ/2
1√
2n
e−in2/y when y ≫ n≫ 1. (70)

As we mentioned earlier, this is the regime corresponding to the earliest time, and especially this extra phase

in Eq. (69) exists after analytic continuation to the Euclidean regime. This is the reason why we employed

δn = nπ/2 for the initial conditions Eq. (39).
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4. Agreement between analytic and numerical results

Now, based on these initial conditions for the α-vacuum, we report on the numerical results of the scalar

power spectrum.

a. Bunch-Davies vacuum The left of Fig. 5 shows the scalar power spectrum P (n) at different times with

the Euclidean matter perturbation fn satisfying the initial conditions Eq. (39) in the presence of an Euclidean

wormhole. Interestingly, the right of Fig. 5 shows that the power spectrum of the Euclidean wormhole is

approximately identical to that of the no-boundary proposal. As indicated in Fig. 6, the perturbation modes

fn satisfying Eq. (39) are in general different in different Euclidean background geometries, especially at small

τ . However, near the Wick-rotation point, the quantity ḟn/fn (and therefore the Lorentzian initial condition)

becomes approximately identical. This illustrates that a certain extreme of the results of Euclidean wormholes

consistently corresponds to the result of the no-boundary proposal.

b. α-vacuum In the last subsection, we considered the Euclidean wormhole power spectrum in which the

Euclidean perturbation mode fn = vn/a satisfies the initial conditions given in Eq. (39). This spectrum

approximates to the no-boundary (Bunch-Davies) spectrum. Hence, let us denote this solution as fn = gn

and vn = Vn, where gn is the growing mode satisfying Eq. (39) and the equalities refer to picking out a single

Bunch-Davies component among the α-vacuum expression, Eq. (48). The scalar power spectrum, in this case,

is then, according to Eq. (35),

P (n) =
n(n2 − 1)

4π2Re
[
− i

v′
n

vn

] = n(n2 − 1)

4π2Re
[
− i

V ′
n

Vn

] ≃ λ2

4π2

n2(1 + y2)

n2 + y2
, (71)

which is plotted in Fig. 5.

On the other hand, according to Eq. (48), the α-vacuum mode leads to the new power spectrum:

P (n) = Sα

 n(n2 − 1)

4π2Re
[
−iV

′
n

Vn

]
 , (72)

where the shifting function

Sα = N2
α

(
1 + eα+α∗

+
2Re[eα(Vn)

2]

|Vn|2

)
(73)

is the modification to the original Bunch-Davies power spectrum when the α-vacuum state is considered. This

result is consistent with the results of the flat space limit.

Although we do not have an analytic solution for the perturbation mode in the presence of a Euclidean

wormhole, it is still possible to comprehend several features in the spectrum by utilizing existing analytic no-

boundary Bunch-Davies solutions, since, as previously shown in Fig. 3, Euclidean wormhole (in our discussion)

and the no-boundary proposal have similar spectra when Bunch-Davies state is considered. Hence, multiplying

Eq. (65) by the phase factor einπ/2 and taking its complex conjugate, Vn = e−inπ/2u∗n, we obtain, for α ∈ R

and mode-independent,

Re[eα(Vn)
2]

|Vn|2
≃ −eα sin(2y) ≃ −eα sin(2), when n≫ y = 1, (74)

Re[eα(Vn)
2]

|Vn|2
≃ −eα cos(2y) ≃ −eα, when n≫ 1 ≫ y. (75)
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FIG. 5: Left: Scalar power spectrum P (n) in the presence of an Euclidean wormhole in a closed universe with a flat

inflationary potential. In the presence of a positive spatial curvature, there is a suppression at small n. At large n, the

spectrum recovers the scale-invariant behavior. Right: Comparison between the spectra for the no-boundary proposal

and the Euclidean wormhole scenario with perturbation mode satisfying identical Euclidean initial conditions Eq. (39).
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FIG. 6: The ratio ḟn/fn at τ = 0.01 (left) and at the Wick-rotation point τ = X (right) in the Euclidean domain for

fn satisfying the initial conditions Eq. (39) in the no-boundary proposal (black) and the Euclidean wormhole scenario

(blue).

This indicates that there will be an overall suppression in the spectrum at horizon-crossing or in the super-

horizon regime, which justifies the results shown in Fig. 7. This is qualitatively consistent with the conventional

suppression that occurs in a flat de Sitter universe with a mode-independent α-parameter [11, 13, 14].
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FIG. 7: Scalar power spectrum P (n) in the presence of an Euclidean wormhole in a closed universe with a sufficiently

flat inflationary potential at y = 1 (left) and y = 0.01 (right). On the one hand, at large n, the spectrum becomes

scale-invariant; at small n, the spectrum is suppressed by the curvature. On the other hand, a mode-independent α-

parameter results in an overall suppression.

To summarize, we could obtain the scalar power spectrum of the α-vacuum from the perturbations of Eu-

clidean wormholes, where the results are consistent with the analytic results of the flat space limit (large n

limit).

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we followed the Euclidean path integral approach and investigated the cosmological observables

under the Euclidean wormholes geometry, which is a very natural extension of the no-boundary compact

instantons one.

We obtained the power spectrum formula that can be applied to the Euclidean wormholes case. To define the

power spectrum, we need to provide a vacuum condition, where there is an ambiguity as to whether the vacuum

is necessarily the Bunch-Davies type or the de Sitter invariant vacuum, the so-called α-vacuum. Indeed, if we

impose the compact instantons ansatz, the Euclidean vacuum uniquely points to the Bunch-Davies vacuum,

whereas under a different geometry, i.e., Euclidean wormholes, a different type of vacuum, the α-vacuum state,

is allowed. This is not too surprising, because the regularity condition at the bottleneck of the wormhole is not

required. This renders the quantum states of the universe a geometric origin.

We note, however, that a wide range of α-parameter spaces would provide a vacuum state that is indistin-

guishable from the Bunch-Davies state. The simple reason is that one of the two linearly independent modes,

i.e., the exponentially decreasing (in Euclidean time) mode, is suppressed by a factor of eRe(α); hence, in

practice, only one mode can survive, and that sufficiently explains the dominance of the Bunch-Davies vacuum.

Nevertheless, the typical α-vacuum that is distinguishable from the Bunch-Davies state remains possible, even

though the parameter space is somewhat narrow. In this sense, from the perspective of the Euclidean path

integral approach, the existence of the α-vacuum is a consequence of the different geometry of the Euclidean

wormholes from that of the no-boundary compact instantons.
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Our ultimate goal is to embed this scenario into a realistic inflation model. We have already obtained a

formula that includes curvature perturbations, where we constructed a background wormhole solution that

is consistent with the inflation model. A more ambitious goal is to find out whether there exists any other

observable, such as primordial gravitational waves, that can either confirm or falsify our scenario by future

observations.

Last but not least, if our universe was indeed originated from the Euclidean wormholes, then one can naturally

interpret that there exist two back-to-back universes that are created from nothing. Then, these two universes

must be entangled with each other. Can the entanglement entropy between the two universes be estimated?

Furthermore, if it is the case, then our universe would not be a pure state. What then would be the implications

in the theoretical and observational perspectives? We leave these topics for future research efforts.
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Appendix A: Expectation value of matter perburbation

In this appendix, we compute the expectation values of observables which are important to compare with

cosmological observations [30–32].

Since the wave function for perturbation ψnlm satisfies the Schrodinger equation, it can be normalized by∫
dfnlmψ

∗
nlmψnlm = 1 (A1)

in the Lorentzian domain. Therefore, we obtain the normalization factor:

√
π|Cnlm|2 =

√√√√Re

[
a2
ḟnlm
fnlm

]
. (A2)

From this, we can derive the two-point function:〈∣∣∣f̂nlm∣∣∣2〉 =

∫
dfnlmf

2
nlm |ψnlm|2 =

1

2a3Re
[
ḟnlm

fnlm

]
∣∣∣∣∣∣
tf

. (A3)

Now we need to sum over all modes:〈
δϕ̂2
〉
= 2π2

∑
nlm

∑
n′l′m′

〈
f̂†nlmf̂n′l′m′

〉
Q∗

nlmQn′l′m′ . (A4)

By taking the average over a 3-sphere, one obtains

〈
δϕ̂2
〉
S3

≡

∫
dΩ
〈
δϕ̂2
〉

∫
dΩ

=
∑
nlm

〈∣∣∣f̂nlm∣∣∣2〉 =
∑
n

n2
〈∣∣∣f̂n∣∣∣2〉 , (A5)

where dΩ = sin2 χ sin θdχdθdφ and relying on the relations∫
dΩ QnlmQn′l′m′ = δnn′δll′δmm′ , (A6)

∑
lm

1 =

n−1∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

1 =

n−1∑
l=0

(2l + 1) = n2. (A7)

Therefore, the power spectrum of the scalar field is〈
δϕ̂2
〉
S3

=
∑
n

nP(n)

n2 − 1
= 2π2

∑
n

nP (n)

n2 − 1
, (A8)

and hence,

P(n) = n
(
n2 − 1

)〈∣∣∣f̂n∣∣∣2〉 =
n
(
n2 − 1

)
2a2Re

[
−i v

′
n

vn

] , (A9)

where ′ denotes a differentiation with respect to η. Here, vn = afn and P (n) has the conventional normalization.
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Appendix B: Curvature perturbation and cosmological observables

Up to now, what we have considered is the matter perturbation. To obtain the perturbations of gauge-

independent observables, we consider the dimensionless and gauge-invariant comoving curvature perturbations

using the flat-slicing gauge [33]:

R(t, χ, θ, φ) =
H

ϕ̇
δϕ =

√
2π
∑
nlm

Rn(t)Qnlm(χ, θ, φ). (B1)

From this, the curvature 2-point function is then〈
R̂†R̂

〉
S3

=
∑
n

nPR(n)

n2 − 1
=

∣∣∣∣Hϕ̇
∣∣∣∣2∑

n

n2
〈∣∣∣f̂2n∣∣∣〉 . (B2)

From this, we obtain the primordial comoving curvature power spectrum

PR(n) =

∣∣∣∣Hϕ̇
∣∣∣∣2 P(n). (B3)

In this paper, since we will only be considering a sufficiently flat inflationary potential, it does not make

sense to discuss the curvature power spectrum in any more detail, as the inflation never ends and ϕ̇ would lead

to a divergence in the curvature power spectrum. Nevertheless, it is worth mentioning that the presence of an

Euclidean wormhole of our type, i.e., kinetic effects of a scalar field, should induce a pre-inflationary phase that

emerges in the curvature power spectrum. This may have interesting effects on small modes n in the power

spectrum. For example, the right of Fig. 8 shows that the Lorentzian inflation, instead of being a constant in

a flat potential, has a period of non-trivial evolution in the presence of a Euclidean wormhole. The duration of

this pre-inflationary phase is related to the wormhole throat a2min ≃ A > 0 by ϕ̇ = −A/a3. Therefore, the larger

the wormhole throat, the more steep and longer the pre-inflationary phase lasts. It would be interesting to

study this pre-inflationary effect (see also [30–32]) in detail elsewhere with a more realistic inflationary potential

that allows the Euclidean wormholes (e.g., [28]) with which the investigation of the curvature power spectrum

is meaningful.

Appendix C: Equivalence of mode functions

By using the identity for the hypergeometric function,

2F1(n− 1, n+ 2;n+ 1;
1− cos(λτ)

2
) = [cos(λτ/2)]−2n

(n+ cos(λτ)

n+ 1

)
, (C1)

the massless limit of the regular solution Eq. (37) is simplified to

fn =
λ[cos(λτ/2)]−2n[sin(λτ)]n−1[n+ cos(λτ)]

2n
√

2(n+ 1)n(n− 1)
. (C2)

Upon analytic continuation, τ → π/2λ+ it, the mode function in the Lorentzian domain is found out to be

fn =
λ[cosh(λt)]n−1[1− i sinh(λt)]−n[n− i sinh(λt)]√

2(n+ 1)n(n− 1)
, (C3)
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FIG. 8: A demonstration of the time evolution of the inflaton field ϕ in the Euclidean (τ) and Lorentzian (t) domain,

where the Euclidean wormhole follows the model in [20, 23]. The black curves are the real part and the blue curves are

the imaginary part of the inflaton field ϕ.

where we have normalized the mode function such that it has the Wronskian: fnḟ
∗
n−f∗nḟn = −i/(λ−1 cosh(λt))3.

In terms of y = n/aH, t = λ−1arcsinh(n/y), the mode function becomes

vn = afn =
n√

2(n+ 1)n(n− 1)

(
1− i

y

)(
1 +

n2

y2
)n/2( iy

n

)n(
1 +

iy

n

)−n
. (C4)

To simplify this, by defining

einX ≡
(
1 +

n2

y2
)n/2( iy

n

)n(
1 +

iy

n

)−n
, (C5)

taking logarithm on both sides, and using the identity: arctan(x) = i
2 log

(
1−ix
1+ix

)
, one finds X = arctan(n/y).

Therefore, one proves that

vn = afn =
n√

2(n+ 1)n(n− 1)

(
1− i

y

)
ein arctan(n/y) (C6)

is nothing but the complex conjugate of Eq. (65).
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