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A bstract

W e constrain the spectrum of prin ordial curvature perturbations P (k) by using
the new data on the Coan ic M icrow ave Background (CM B) from the Boom erang and
MAXIMA experin ents. Our study is based on slow-roll in ationary m odels, and we
consider the possbility of a running spectral index. Speci cally, we expand the power
goectrum P (k) to second order in Ink, thus allow ing the power spectrum to \bend"
In k-space. W e show that allow ing the power spectrum to bend erases the ability of
the present data to m easure the tensor to scalar perturbation ratio. M oreover, if the
prin ordialbaryon density ph? isaslow asfund from B igBang nuckosynthesis BBN ),
the data favor a negative bending of the pow er spectrum , corresponding to a bum p-like
feature In the power spectrum around a scale ofk = 0:004M pc L

PACS:98.710Vc, 9880Cqg

1 Introduction

In ation isgenerally believed to set the stage for the evolution of the universe, in particular
providing the initial conditions for structure form ation and cosn ic m icrow ave background
(CM B) anisotropies. From a given in ationary m odelone can calculate the pow er spectrum
ofprin ordial curvature perturbations, P k), which isa function ofthe wavenumberk. This
power spectrum can then be Taylr expanded about som e wavenum ber ky and truncated

aﬂ:era@wtenns]

TP k)= TP o)+ @ L)+ SO0 g2k 1)
= n JES— — —_—
0 ko 2dInk , ko

where the 1rst term corresponds to a scale invariant H arrisonZeldovich spectrum , the
second is the power-Jaw approxin ation, and the third tem is the running of the spectral

Index, which willbe ourm ain concem below . In order to provide the nearly scale-invariant
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perturbations, which seem to be cbserved, one probably has to consider a slow -roll (SR)
m odelforthe later stageofin ation. T he properties of SR m odels are wellkknow n, and to set
notation we recollect the basic features (seeR ef. E] fora review and list of references). In SR
m odels one dem ands that the rst few derivatives ofthe In  aton potential should be an all.
T raditionally this is expressed w ith the 3 SR param eters ( ; ;?), which roughly correspond
to the rst, second and third derivative ofthe potential. W ih these SR param eters one can
express the scalar spectralindex, n k) 1 dInP =dhk, and tensor spectral index, nt k),
and their derivatives E, E]. W e willhere adopt a slightly di erent notation, and instead of
the set ( ; ;%) wewilluse the 3 param eters M;r;@pyx), wheren dhP=dhkj-x,+ 1is
the scalar spectral index at the scale kg, the param eter r is the tensor to scalar perturbation
ratio at thequadrupole, and @y~ dn=dInkj-y, . The reason is sin ply that these 3 vardables
are closer related to what is belng observed. W ith these 3 param eters one autom atically
expresses E, B] the tensor spectral ndex and is derivative in kg as

dnr r
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T he factor 6.8 In the above equation is actually m odeldependent and should be calculated
for each given m odel, In particular for di erent E], but for sin plicity we use the xed
valie 6.8.

T he anisotropies, which are integrals over all the wavenum bers, pick up them a pr con—
tribution from k  1H (=2, and hence one nds[[h]
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where Iy 2kp=H g, which m eans that for a running spectral index, @y x € 0, the power
soectrum w ill be bent (up or down depending on the sign of @y, ), besides the nom al titt
which arises forn € 1. In many SR models @y, is expected to be very am all since it is
second order in the an all param eters, how ever, there are very interesting m odels w here this
need not be the case , ﬂ], and @y, m ay assum e values big enough to be cbservabl (see
eg. Refs. , E]) .

Let usbrie y mention where In our param eter space the di erent in ationary m odels

lie. Traditionally @] one dividesthe sin plest in ationary m odels Into the follow Ing groups:



anall ed ( < 1),large eld ( 1< < l),and hybridmodels ( > 1),where isde ned
through the SR param eters (see Appendix A for notation)

r n 1
w here = ; = 2 + 015«r : 4)

If we for sin plicity consider m odels where the third derivative of the potential is zero
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Figure 1: T he various slow vollm odels presented In (n;@yx) space. T he dotted line is the
conservative Iim i, < 0:d. The two dashed lines are the two attractors.

(%= 0), then the di erent n ationary m odels are placed In the (n;@x)-gace as shown
In Fig.1, where we have plotted various curves ordi erent . Here we have allowed only
the conservative lin & < 0: (showed by the dotted line), and assum ed that we only have
to expand the expressions to kading order. Naturally the graph m oves up and down by
inclusion of the third derivative of the potential, ? 6 0. By changig the pivot scalk, ko,
around which the power spectrum is expanded, one can also m ove the graph sideways (see
discussion in section E), and then in Fig. 1 should therefore be thought of as the n where
the expansion scale hasbeen chosen near the center of the probed scales.

Tt is interesting that there seam s to be attractors In the SR param eter space @]. The

tw 0 attractors found in @]canbeexpressedasr= Oandr= 680 1),andthebehavior

ofthese solutions in the plane ;Q@yk) iIsshown in Fig.1 (dashed lines). A sone can clearly



see, according to these resuls @y, should be positive (or zero). Again, ncluding the third
derivative of the potentialw illalso allow for a negative @y . From Fig.2 one seeshow these

tw o attractors (dashed lines) are on the bordersbetween the di erent in ationary m odels.
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Figure 2: T he various slow rollm odels In (n;@yx) soace. T he hybrid m odels correspond to
> 1, arge eldsmeans 1< < 1l,and small eldsmeans < 1. The dashed lines
are the two attractors.

W e will In the present paper discuss the ability of the present day data to provide

Inform ation on the 3 param eters, ;xr;@pk) -

2 The data

Anisotropies In the CM B were detected for the st tine in 1992 by the COBE satellite
E]. R ecently, however, our know ledge of the tem perature perturbations has increased
dram atically w ith the results from the two ballbon-bome experin ents B oom erang E] and
MAXIMA @]. O ne of them ain conclusions from these experim ents is the con m ation of
the position of the rst acoustic peak at 1 200, which strongly indicatesa at universe,
tot = 1. Thisseem s to be a con m ation of the In ationary paradigm , sihce o+ = 1 is
a rather general prediction ofthe sin plest In ationary m odels. Very interestingly, the data

also suggest that the second acoustic peak In the power spectrum ismuch less pronounced



than predicted in  atm odelsw ith baryon densiy com patible w ith BBN ]. Thiscould
be an Indication of new physics and accordingly a large num ber of papers on this sub gct
have appeared since the release of the Boom erang and M AX IM A data. O ne possbility is
that the prin ordial spectrum of uctuations produced by in ation is not described by a
an ooth pow er-law , but rather that it hasbum psand w iggles E,, @]. In the next section
we w ill discuss this possibility further in light of our num erical resuls.

The data from Boomerang and MAXIM A was recently analyzed In Ref. E], w here
a search In (h;r) space was perform ed. In that work E] the assum ption was m ade that
Qpx = 0,which m eansthat foreach set of (n;r) onem ust carefilly ad just the third derivative
of the potential to m ake @y = 0. This is perfectly possble, but it ism ore naturalto allow
@k to vary, aswe willdo below . The e ect of running of the tensor spectral index is very

an all, but or consistency we include it as described In Eg. @) .

3 D ata analysis

In order to to Investigate how the new CM B data constrain the param eter space ;xr; Q@)
we have perform ed a lkelhood analysis of the data sets from COBE @], Boom erang E]

and MAX M A [I4]. T he likelhood finction to be calculated is
|
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where i refers to a speci c data point and  is a vector of coan ological param eters for the
given m odel

=fn; 7 wHoi iQin;5@pksiiyg: (6)

In the present case we have calculated the likellhood function for the follow ing param eter
space: o, the matter densiy, p, the baryon density, H o, the Hubbl param eter, as
well as the In  ationary param eter space n;r;@,x . W e have assum ed that the universe is
at =1 n » and that reionization is not im portant, = 0. W e also treat the overall
nom alization, Q , asa free param eter. T he experim entalgroups quote estin ated calbration
errors for the experin ents. T hese should also be accounted for, and we do thisby allow Ing

the data points to be shifted up or down by this am ount: 10% for Boom erang E] and



4% forMAXIM A @]. It should also be noted that the data points are to som e extent
correllated. T he lkelhood function, Eq. E), is based on the assum ption that errors are
uncorrellated, and therefore a (quite an all) error is introduced Into our analysis. H ow ever,
until the full data sets from the experim ents are publicly available, the m agnitude of the
error isdi cul to quantify.

Finally, we have chosen the pivot scale in Eq. EI) as kg = 005M pc 1. This choice
is m ade for convenience, since kg = 0:05M pc ! is the scak at which wavenumbers are
nom alized in the CM BFAST code. Our main results, however, do not depend on the
soeci cvalie oflk.

In Fig. 3 we show the albwed region in the In ationary param eter space for the case
corresponding to the calculation ofRef. E], nam ely @ = 0. In the kft panelthe allowed
region was derived assum ing that ph? = 0019 BBN prior @]), and the kft panel of our
Fig. 3 thus corresponds to their Fig. 3. Our resul is aln ost identical to theirs, the only
di erencebeing that they have used a slightly larger space of other coam ological param eters,
so their constraints are slightly less restrictive than ours. In F ig.4 ofRef. E], wasallowed
to vary. Changing thevalue of doeschange the lkelhood contours (pushing them to larger
values ofn), but only to a an allextent. T his illistrates that allow ng  as a free param eter
In our analysis would lad to slightly larger allowed regions, but would not in any way
Invalidate our conclusions.

O ne thing which should be noticed is that even the best t point has ?=do:f:= 12,
Indicating that i isa quite poor t. Thisisnot too surprising because it iswellknown that
nogood ttothenew CM B data can be cbtained w ith a low baryon density, even allow ing
r to vary [L§, 7.

In the right panelwe show the allwed region for the case where h? = 0:030, which is
the value favored by the CM B m easurem ents. In this case we nd an allowed region very
sin ilar to that found In Fig. 2 of Ref. E], although again our allowed region is slightly
an aller than theirs because we use a an aller param eter space. It should also be noticed
that the best tpoit now has ?=dwo:f:= 0:53, a very good t. This corresponds well to

the ndings of other likelhood analyses[Lb[1l7], that the CM B data can be very well tted
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Figure 3: The allowed region In the n;r param eter space, calculated from the combined
COBE,Boomerang and M AX M A data. The dark shaded (green) regions are 1 and the
light shaded (yellow ) are 2 . The kft panelassum esa BBN prioron ph? = 0:019, whereas
the right panelis for ph? = 0:030, the valie which best tsthe CM B data. N ote that the
best- t points, m arked by diam onds, are really at r = 0, but have been shifted slightly so
that they arem ore visbl.

In m odels w ith high baryon density.

If the assum ption @ = 0 is relaxed, the results change substantially. In Fig. 4 we
show resuls for the lkelhood analyses where @, is allowed to vary. A gain, the keft panels
correspond to  ph? = 0019 and the right panelsto ,h? = 0:030. A s one can see, we have
varied the In ationary param eters In a w ide range, even larger that what allowed by SR
approxin ation. T he reason is that we believe that the m ain conclusions that we cbtain are
quite general and give ndications on the shape of P (k) which are relevant even outside the
context of SR m odels.

In the upper panels of Fig. 4 we show the sam e allowed region as In Fig. 3, when the
assum ption @y = 0 is relaxed. W hen @y is allowed to vary, the preferred region In
param eter space is shifted com pletely. The best ts are still for a m odel w ith no tensor
com ponent (for both values of bhz), but now there isno realconstraint on r. Thebest t

models now have 2=do:f:= 0:54 and 0.57 respectively, which indicate very good ts.
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Figure 4: The allowed region in then;r;Qyx param eter space, calculated from the com bined

COBE,Boomerang and M AX M A data. The dark shaded (green) regionsare 1 and the
light shaded (yellow ) are 2 . The kft panelsassum e a BBN prioron ph? = 0:019, whereas

the right panelsare or h? = 0030, thevaluiewhich best tstheCM B data. N ote that the
best- t points, m arked by diam onds, are really at r = 0, but have been shifted slightly so
that they arem ore visble. T he solid line In the ft (n;Qyx) panelcorresponds to the power
spectrum exhibiting a distinct feature at k = 0:004M pc b (see Eqg. (8) and the surrounding

discussion).
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Figure 5: Power spectra for four di erent m odels. Panel (@) is the best t m odel w ith
@k = 0;r= 0, ) thebest twih @k = 0;r= 2, (c) thebest twih @y 6 0;r= 0, and

d) thebest twih @ & 0;r= 2. The data points are from the Boom erang experin ent

E]. The curves show : The scalar com ponent (dotted lines), tensor com ponent (dashed

lines), and the combined uctuation spectrum (solid lines).

In order to understand why allow Ing @y, to vary erases any ability to constrain r, it is
nstructive to look at the power spectra for som e of the best t m odels directly. For the
rem ainder of this section we will assum e that ,h? = 0:019, in accordance w ith B ig Bang
nuckosynthesis. In Fig.5 we show fourdi erent power spectra, allcalculated for the case of

ph? = 0:019. Panels @) and (b) areboth or@yx = 0.M odel (@) isthebest twihr= 0,
whereas ) isthebest twih r= 2. M odel (b) is a very poor t because ntroducing a
tensor com ponent while still tting the high Ivalues severely underestin ates pow er around
the st peak. This cannot be ram edied by shifting n alone. T herefore, the allowed values
of r are quite tightly constrained.

Panels (c) and (d), on the other hand, show m odelsw here @y, isallowed to vary. M odel

(c) isthebest tforr= 0and (d) isthebest torr= 2. In contrast to the case w ih



Qpx = 0, it ispossbl to cbtain a decent t, even w ih a large tensor com ponent because

the power spectrum can be \bent" by having a non-zero @y .
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Figure 6: P ow er spectra of scalar perturbations for selected values ofthe param eters (n;@px)
which provide good tsto the CM B data. The solid line corresponds to the best- t point,
;@) = 05; 02). The dashed lines correspond, from top to bottom in the m axin um
region, to ;@yyx) equalto (04; 024), 06; 0:16), (0:7; 0:12), regpectively. The dot—
dashed lne corresponds to best— t m odel w ith constant spectral ndex, ie. M;@k) =
(0:9;0). A Il nom alizations are arbirary.

Thee ectofa running spectral index can also be understood by looking at F ig. 6, w here
we show the pow er spectra of scalar perturbations corresponding to values of (n;@y,) which
providegood tstotheCM B data. Thee ectsofa @y & 0 issom ewhat sim ilarto Introduce
a feature n thepower spectrum ata xed scale. Speci cally, for @, < 0, the power spectra

show amaxinum at a scal k, given byﬂ
nky=ko)= @©O 1)=@pyg: 8)

The CM B data provide a constraint for the possble positions of thism aximum . This can
be understood by looking at the left h;Qyyx) panelofFig. 4, from which it is evident that

the allowed region in the plane ;@px) lies along a Iine corresponding to k, = const.

‘O necan easily show that the power spectrum ﬂ) can be rew ritten asa G aussian in In k, centered around
kn = koexp [ 1)=@ 1x]and having a width equalto @hizz, ie.:

nP k)= NP kn )+ — In"— + (7)
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Speci cally, the best tmodelcorrespondstok = 0:004M pc 1, whik possbl valies are
kKn = 00015 0:01Mpc *.

Tt is easy to understand why such a feature helpsto t the CM B data. In order to
Increase sizeably the rst to second peak ratio In the CM B, one needs a power spectrum
w ih a lJarge negative slope at interm ediate and am all scaks, say eg. k > 0:01 M pc oIf
we assum e @yx = 0 this is not allowed; the power spectrum is then a m onotonic fiinction
of k and, as consequence, one autom atically obtains an excess of power at large scales,
corresponding to COBE nom alization. If instead one has @y 0, the power soectrum is
non-m onotonicand hasam axinum ata speci cscakk . Speci cally, ifk ’ 0:004 M pc L,
the power spectrum decreases both at large and at sm all scales so that one has no trouble
In reproducing the COBE data. C karly, as a by-product, one looses the ability to constrain
the tensor to scalar ratio r. T he scalar pow er spectrum at large scale can in fact be strongly
suppressed and this allow s for a large contribution from tensor perturbations.

W e conclude this section by com paring our result with the resul of @], in which a
G aussian bum p In logk was added to a standard power spectrum and its posiion k, was
constrained by CM B data. In very nice agreem ent w ith our results they found a best tk

of roughly 0:005h M pc 1, and an allowed region forky of 0001h 0:01h M pc L,

4 Conclusion

W e have considered the ability ofthepresentday CM BR data to distinguish betw een various
slow roll m odels of n ation, allow ing the scalar spectral index, n k), to vary w ih scale.
Speci cally, we have expanded the power spectrum P (k) to second order n Ink and we
have derived the constraints on the param eter space (n;r;@nx) which can be obtained by
using COBE , Boom erang and M AX IM A data.

W e have seen that:
1) Ifwe allow @ & O the tensor to scalar ratio r is essentially unconstrained, even ifwe
assume ph? as low as suggested by BBN considerations.

M oreover, assum ng a BBN prior of ph? = 0019, we have fund that:

i) A negative bend of the power spectrum , @, 0O, is favoured by the CM B data.
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i) Thebest tmodel, n;G.x) = 05; 02), which provides a very good ttotheCMB,
corresponds to a power spectrum which deviates quite strongly from a power law approxi-
m ation. T he large values obtained forn 1 and @y are bordering to invalidate the slow roll
approxin ation, however, one should keep In m ind that changing the pivot scal, kg, will
change the value ofn 1, and inclusion of the 3™ derivatize of the In aton potential w ill
change the value of @y ;

v) The CM B data favor power spectra w ith a bum p-lke feature at scales k, = 0:0015
001M pc !, thebest tvalie being k = 0:004M pc L,

Sum m arizing, the general result of our analysis is that a single power law orP (k) does
not provide a good tto CM B data, ifwe assum e a BBN prior ph? = 0:019. In particular,
CM B data favorm odels in which P (k) deviates strongly from a power law approxin ation.
Speci cally, the scale at which the power law approxin ation should be broken, ie. second

(or higher) order term s in eq. ) becom e in portant, isk = 00015 0:01M pc L,
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A N otation

W e use the notation:

M2 yo? ve M2 yo?
=— — and =M*— — — ;
2 \Y% \Y% 2 \%
see E] for details. The notation with = M?V%v ,used eg. I E], sin ply corresponds
to the substitution ! + 1in eq.@). Independently on the chosen de nition for , one
nds
G = 22+4-5 @ 1+oE ©)
ke 6:8 268 '

where 2 M v % ®=7 2, One could potentially include higher order tem s in Eq. (1),

corresponding to &n=dink® 6 0, which would be expressed as

&ns 23+ te. 9 f @ 1 (10)
- — @
dink?2 2 "k g8
5 T r 2 r 3
2m 12— 15@ 1) — 15 — a11)
6:8 6:8 68
Lny et o S 3 o = 2 E 12)
= — @ — n — —
dink?2 k68 68 68 68

with 3 2 v .
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