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W e consider several classes of noncom m utative In ationary m odels w thin an extended version of
patch coam ological branew orlds, starting from a m axin ally invariant generalization of the action
for scalar and tensor perturbations to a noncom m utative brane em bedded in a com m utative bulk.
Slow —roll expressions and consistency relations for the cosm ological ocbservables are provided, both
In theUV and IR region ofthe spectrum ; the in aton eld isassum ed to be either an ordinary scalar

eld or a Bom-Infeld tachyon. The e ects of noncom m utativity are then analyzed in a num ber of

ways and energy regim es.

PACS numbers: 98.80Cqg, 0450+ h, 11.10N x

I. NTRODUCTION

T he idea that the early Universe experienced a phase
of accelerated expansion has come to a crucial point.
Bom as a panacea for som e problem s of the standard
big bang scenario, the In ationary paradigm has been
developed and re ned during these years, alw ays success—
fully explaining the available observationaldata. T he up—
com Ing generation of high-precision cosn ologicalexperi-
mentssuchasW M AP W ikinsonM icrow aveA nosotropy
Probe) [, 4, I3] and P lanck K] m ight de nitely oper—
ate a selection on the great am ount of in ation-inspired
m odels. O n the other hand, new theoretical scenarios in
which the high-energy physics grow s m ore and m ore in
In portance have produced a set of Interesting research

elds in plem enting the traditional4D cosm ology: there—
fore we have string coam ology, branew orld cosm ology,
noncom m utative coam ology, and so on.

In their sem nalpaper H], B randenberger and H o pre—
sented a m odel of largescale perturbation spectra, in
which a noncom m utative geom etrical structure is gen—
erated by the stringy spacetin e uncertainty relation
(SSUR)

tx , I; @)

where 15 is the string length scale and x, = a()x is a
physical space coordinate. It hasbeen argued that this is
a universalproperty for string and brane theory [,14,18].
This picture (henceforth \BH ") has then been further
explored in [9,110,111,112,113,114,119] and presents m any
comm on features w ith transP lanckian scenarios w ith a
m odi ed dispersion relation [1€,117,118,119,120,121],122].
In this paper we construct another noncom m utative
m odelbased on the sam e philosophy of [E] and confront
it with BH In its two versions, the st one wih the
Friedm ann-R obertson-W alker FRW ) 2-sphere factored
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out In the action m easure and the second one wih a
unigue e ective scale factor. Scalar and tensor am pli-
tudes and indices as well as consistency equations are
obtained through the slow roll (SR) formm alism , both for
an ordinary scalar eld and a Bom-Infeld cosm ological
tachyon. A1l the observables tum out to be fiinctions
ofa noncom m utative param eter, called ,m easuring the
m agnitude ofthe Hubble energy H at the tin e ofhorizon
crossing in com parison w ith the fiindam ental stringm ass
Ms=1"t.

Som e works have studied the In ationary perturba—
tions treating on either almost [1Z, [18] or exactly
[13, 14] the sam e ground of the SR param eters, com —
puting UV am plitudes and indices via a doublk or SR
expansion for an all param eters, respectively. Here we
w il ollow a di erent approach and consider as a dis—
tinct ob et w ith respect to the SR tower; we w ill keep
only the lowestSR -order part of the cbservables and re—
gard any -tem as pertaining to these leading-SR -order
quantities. W e stress that, whilke the parameter ac-
counts for nonlocal e ects com Ing from the string scale
L, the SR tower is detem ined by the dynam ics of the
coam ological in ationary expansion. T herefore, they de—
scribbe quite distinct physical phenom ena. In fact, there
is no connection between and the recursively de ned
SR tower, although even the rst SR param eter is intro—
duced by hand; the elem ents of the tow er are built up of
tin e dertvatives of H and they all vanish in a de Sitter
background,while ,which containsonly the Hubbl pa-
ram eter and the string scale, does not. In particular, the
Jow est—SR -order spectral am plitudes, equivalent to those
obtained in a quaside Sitter m odel, w ill depend on
Besides thism otivation, such a procedure has additional
advantages. Forexam ple, we can study regin esw ith not—
so—sn all within the SR approxin ation; secondly, if one
keeps the m agnitude of unconstrained, one can also
explore the IR region of the spectrum , 1, through
approprate technigques.

These e ective noncom m utative m odels can be ex—
tended to branew orld scenarios in which the 3-brane ex—
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periences a coam ologicalexpansion govemed by an e ec—
tive Friedm ann equation. T he precise theoretical setup is
highly nontrivialeven in the com m utative case, because
of the num ber of requirem ents to in pose on the back—
ground formm s and spacetin e geom etry in order to have
a coam ological fourdin ensional variety. W e will phe—
nom enologically assum e to have a 3-brane in which the
SSUR [ holds for all the branew orld coordinates fx g,

= 0;1;2;3,while the extra din ension y along the buk
rem ains decoupled from the *-algebra.

A very qualitative way to see how such a noncommu-—
tative scenario m ight em erge is the ©llow ing. One of
the m ost prom ising branew orlds is the R andalk-Sundrum
RS) model 23,124] or its GaussBonnet (GB) general-
ization (eg. 29,12€], and references therein), m otivated
by M -theory as low -energy products of a din ensionally
reduced 11D supergravity to a 10D string theory, down
to a 5D e ective gravity [27,128,129,130,131,132,133] (see
also [34]). The resulting 11D m anifold isAdSs Xcy,
w here the brane is located at the xed pointy = y, of
the Z, symmetry In the 5D antide Sitter buk and the
other six din ensions are com pacti ed on a CalabiYau
3-fold Xcy . The 5D gravitational coupling is related to
the 11D oneby 2= 2 =V.y,whereVcy isthe intemal
volim e of the CakbiYau space and 2, = M, ?; thus,
we w ill identify the noncom m utative string m ass as the
findam entalenergy scale of the fiilll theory. To diagonal-
ize the noncom m utative algebra and induce a pure 4D
SSUR on the brane onem ight x the expectation values
of the 11D background elds such that the extra direc—
tion comm utes, fy;x 1= 0. Som e other subtlties to deal
w ith are discussed in Sec. [IIICl.

A useful approach to study perturbation spectra in
braneworld scenarios is patch cosm ology, which m akes
use ofa nonstandard Friedm ann equation, coupled to the
slow —roll form aliam ; despite all the shortcom ings of this
approxin ated treatm ent of extra-dim ensionalphysics, it
gives several in portant rst-in pact inform ations. The
four din ensional scenario is autom atically included.

W ew illnot provide a fiillderivation of standard resuls
and leave the reader to consult the available literature.
For an introduction to in ation and perturbation theory,
see [35,136]. For a review on braneworld, see [37]. For
patch cosn ology, scalarand tachyon in ation, and am ore
com plete list of assum ptions, technicalities, com m ents,
and references, see 2411

T he plan of the paper is as follow s. T he general setup
is established in Sec.[d, firther developing the form alism
of R6]; n Sec. [III we review the BH m odels and intro—
duce a new prescription for the noncom m utative action,
descrbing then the UV and the IR spectral regions. Sec.
[ fully develops thesem odels; in Sec. [l a detailed anal-

1 To the reference list of RA]we add [34,139,140,141,144,143,144, 1491
for higher derivative and G aussB onnet gravity m odels and [4¢€,
47,148 ,149,150,151,152] for the cosm ological tachyon.

ysis sum m arizes the m ain resuls and Sec. 7 is devoted
to concliding rem arks.

II. GENERAL SETUP

W e w ill keep the general fram ew ork of a noncom m u—
tative 3-brane In which, either in a lin ited tim e Inter—
val during its evolution or in a given energy patch, the
coam ological expansion satis es an e ective Friedm ann
equation

H?= 29 @)

where g is constant and 4 > 0 is som e factor w ith en—
ergy dim ension [ q]= E! 2?9, 0 ften we w illuse them ore
convenient param eter 21 q). Tabkl reports
the characteristics ofthe 4D and branew orld cosm ologies
we will consider. There, 5 = 8 m, > = M, ° is the

ve-din ensional graviational coupling, is the G auss—
Bonnet coupling and is the brane tension. G ravity
experinents mpose M5 ~ 10% Gev and ! > 103
GeV; best- t analyses of BH noncomm utative m odels
gives estin ates for the string scale M 13t 1d”’
Gev [9,110]. In typicalH oravaW itten scenarios, the fun—
dam entalscak is of order ofthe GUT scale, M o  10°
Gev.

TABLE I:The energy regim es described in the text.

Regin e a 2

a
GB 2=3 1 (2=16 )*3
RS 2 1 2=6
4D 1 0 2=3

W e neglect any contribution from both the W eylten—
sor and the brane-bulk exchange; assum ing there is som e
con nem entm echanisn fora perfect uid w ith equation
of state p = w , the continuity equation on the brane
reads _+ 3H ( + p) = 0. Letusoconsider an in ationary
fourdin ensional atuniverse lled w ith an hom ogeneous
In aton eld . Ifthisisan ordinary scalar eld (t) wih
potentialV , then the energy densiy and pressure are

2
7+V()=p+2\7(); @)

and the e ective equation ofm otion is
+3H —+V°=0: @)

Another choice is to consider a hom ogeneous tachyon
eld T (t), that is a scalar, causal eld satisfying the
D iracBom-Infeld action [53,154]
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energy density and pressure read

A\
_va. ©)
Cs
V (T )2
p= VIeg-= (T); (1)
p__ P
where ¢z = w= 1 T2,

A . Slow roll param eters and com m utative
observables

Acocording to the In ationary paradigm , an early—
Universe period of accelerated expansion is driven by a
scalar eld slow Iy \rolling" down its potential toward a
localm inim um . T hanks to this idea, one can construct a
set ofusefilquantities (the SR param eters) w hich govem
the dynam ics of the system and m ake the com putational
task easierthrough suitable SR expansions. The rstpa—
ram eter is the tin e variation of the Hubble length H !,

3g@+ w) .
> :

Full SR towers involving either the Hubbl param eter
or the In aton potential can be de ned from dynam ical
considerationsw ithin the H am ilton-Jacobiform ulation of
theproblem . Herewew illneed only the rstthreebricks
ofthe Hubbl tower. For a scalar eld, these are

i

3q 2 2
=g ©
dn —
= —3 10)
d]na' H —
. :
2 - - = 2. 11)
HZ2 _ H2_

T he evolution equations of the param eters are second-
SR -order expressions,
_ = H [@ ) 2 1; (12a)
_ =1H 2 ; (12b)

further tim e dervatives raise the SR orderby one at each
step. For the tachyon eld, the SR param eters are

3
: -2, a3)
2
T
c= — )
HE
R
2. o - = % as)
HZ2 T H2T

w ith tin e variation
(16a)
N (16b)

N ote that one can com pute second-SR -order tachyon ex—
pressionsby goingtothe orm allm it ! 2 Eq. [2d).

A derivation of the perturbation am plitudes will be
seen in the noncom m utative case. Here, we just quote
the results for the com m utative observables, denoted by
a superscript (). The perturbation am plitudes can be
w ritten as

ae 2, a7
5z

to lowest SR order (equivalently, in a quaside Sitter 4D
spacetin e). In general, the squared function z is

2 2
2= qa ( +p)= qa @+ w); a8)

H 2 & H

where 4 is a proportionality coe cient; for an ordinary
and tachyon scalar on the brane,

()= 22 19)
z = —;
H
T) a- ©0)
z = —;
G g 'H 2
wih 4( )= 1and ()= 1=cs . The scalar am plitude
is, to lowest SR order,
2 2
@2_ % q HT 1)
s 252 2 '

where is given by either Eq. [@) or [[3), according to
the m odel. The spectral index and is running are, to
lowest SR order,

(c)2
dhA
n® 1 =2 =2 4 ; ©2)
dlnk
(©) h i
dn
o d];k 500 1)+4B+ ) ;
@3)
w hile for the tachyon
n® 1=2, @+ ).; . (24)
h i

(c) (3 + ) . (n;C)

D+ 2+ ), :@5)
T hese equations can be obtained through Eq. [J) and

the low est-order relation

d d

- (26)
dhnk Hdt

InEgs. B3) and 3), the param eter 2 hasbeen dropped
(see the discussion in R€]).

Let Dbe the Inverse of the buk curvature scal; the
e ective 4D Newton constant is %2 = 2 =1+ 4 ?),
which n RS gives % =  2=6. The gravitational spec—
trum in RS and GB scenarios has been investigated in

2d,[58] or a de sitter brane. Tt tums out that A% =



(©2 ©2 )
Atc(4D)F2 H= ),whereAtc(4D) isthe com m utative 4D am —

plitudew ith z4p = 2a= 4. F isa com plicated function
of and H= detem ined by the nom alization of the
y-dependent part ¢ (y) of the graviton zero m ode calcu—
lated on the brane position, F? = £ (yp) 2= 3. W riting

2 _ a2 2 _2
Af =AY ,p,2ip =2",onehas

@7

This rem arkably sin ple generalization of the 4D func-
tion z ispossble only because ofthe m axin al sym m etry
of the de Sitter brane, which pem its a variable separa—
tion of the wave equation for the K aluzaK lein gravity
modes,h  ;y) ! h™’ ) n (). Tobe consistent w ith
the patch solution [), we considerthe approxin ated ver—
sion FZ of F? in the proper energy lim its: F{ = 1

F’H= 1):n4D,Ff;=3H=Q ) F:H= 1) @RS,
andF7,= (1+4 *)=@ H) FH= 1) :hGB
28]. W e can w rite dow n the patch version ofEq. 27) by
noting that in four dim ensions the graviton background
can be descrbed by Eq. [[8) with 1 () = 1 and a per—
fect uid py = r=3 which does not contribute to the
cosm ic acceleration a = aH ? (1 ), being =
). Generalizing this stationary-solution trick one has

w @)= 2=03g 1and
) 2a (8a)
z = ; a
4Fq
3g2 H
Fp2 2 =, (28b)
q (h) 4

where the coe cient 4 () is detem ined by the graviy
modeland is ; h)= 1= ,.3h) and ,h)= 2=3. The
com m utative tensor am plitude is then

@ _ 3ag H*
£ = T 29)
252 2 40)
while the spectral index and its running are
)2
dhAa
n'® —— Tt = e+ ) ; 30)
dink 4 i
= e+ ) @f n+e+ ) 6L

both for the ordinary scalar and the tachyon eld. The
tensorto-scalar ratio is
()2
@ Be
r ©2
As

: 32
q @) 62)

B . Leading-order noncom m utative observab les

Let A denote a lowest-order perturbation am pliude,
A 2 fA;Asg; In general, it can be w ritten as

)=29@; ) (); 33)

l1inEq.

w here is a noncom m utative param eter to be de ned
later, A © = A ( =1) is the am plitude in the comm uta—
tive Iim it, and ( ) is a function encoding leading-SR —
order noncom m utative e ects. It will tum out that, up
to 0 (?) tem s,

dhn 2
dink

= ; 34)

where = ( ) isa function of
T he spectral ndex is

such that _= O ().

dna?

=n®+ (35)
dink
for the scalar spectrum , n = ng 1. The index running
is
dn @, ¥ 2
— = —_ (36)
dink dInk?

In the scalar eld case, the last temrm can be w ritten as

FEmn 2

W= [@ ) 2 1;

(37)
here = _=(H )to rstSR order]with ! 2 in the
tachyon case. Because of Eq. [33), the tensorto-scalar
ratio isr= r® and the consistency equations read

s() = rqf® Jos 1)
+ BB+ ) 7+ + ) 1&g ; (38)
sT) = rqf3+ ) 1)
+ [+ )Y@+ ) G+2 + Yo :
(39)

T he lowest—SR -order consistency equation for the tensor
Index is

ng= [ @+ hr; (40)

and is running is
t=rg @+ )@ D+ @+ j rq :
41)

T here is also a next-to—eading order version of Eq. [40),
which we w illnot consider here.

III. NONCOMMUTATIVE M ODELS

r Let usgntroduce the new tine variable 2 R, =

adt= da=H . W ih a constant SR param eter , an
Integration by parts w ith respect to a gives
a 1 a
= — — 42)
H 1+ H

Thequality [) can be rew ritten in term s of com oving co—
ordinates as

x 1Z; 43)



and the corresponding algebra ofnoncom m utative space—
tin e is tin e iIndependent,

[ ix]= if: (44)
T he *-product realizing Eq. [E4) is de ned as

(€ g x; )= e E g, el O o

45)
T his realization of noncom m utativity is in contrast w ith

k;x1=1 46)

w here is the noncom m utative param eter. T his type
of noncom m utative cosm ology, which does not preserve
the FRW symm etries, has been studied in B4, 157, 158].
O ther in plem entations can be found in [59, 160, 161, 164,
63,164, 169].

A . BH m odels

In the follow ing we w ill adopt the short notation a =
a( ) and a a( K). For the skipped details, see
[B]. Consider now the action ofa free scalar eld lwving
na (1+1)dmensional FRW space. In the noncom m u—
tative m odels we w ill study, each conventional product
is replaced by the *product [E3); thus, the gravitational
sector of the theory is not a com pletely passive spectator
but is involved via the *-coupling of the m etric w ith the
m atter content. The new 2D action reads, noting that

a’=a a,
2 1
Sew = d dx_ @ Y oa @ @ Y a* g
@7
In the com oving m om entum space,
2 dk
&; )=V - k(e 48)
k< ko
where V is the total spatial coordinate volum e and
ko Msa e 49)

isa cuto realizing the stringy uncertainty relation. T he
m ost convenient way to recast the actiongis to w rite the
scale factorasa Fourder integral, a? ( ) = d! a? (!)e'
and perform the *-products of the com plex exponentials
In the integrand, rem oving the cuto in the lim i kg !

1 when absorbing the -integrals in m om entum spaces.
The result is

I
N -
V)

&
N
+
V)
N
G
=

De ning two new ob fcts

S

"
a’, £ =a,a ; (52)
k
S 2 2
5 . a; + a
= —; 53
% Kk 22 2 (53)

and the e ective confom altin e coordinate

dN_ 2

d - aeff; (54)
the scalar action becom es
z 1
s v d~d.k§y2 v K i 65
k< ko

w here the prin es are derivatives w ith respect to ~.

B. A new prescription for noncom m utativity

yclic perm utations of the *-product inside the integral
[IA) leave the action invariant. T herefore, it isnaturalto
see whether a di erent noncyclic ordering of the factors
gives a theory w ih interestingly new predictions. The
other nontrivial noncom m utative action one can obtain
is
1

d dx—

Yy
2@ a @ a

=V

Snew

QR Y al @ al :66)

T he sam e com putational pattem of the previous section
kadstoEq. B3) with , given by

a
R a,t+al ; G7)
and
a’, = ap ara ; (58)
, _ ata 59)
Y 2I a: a )

In this case there is only a partial sm earing of the prod—
uct of scale factors and one m ight guess that the result—
Ing noncom m utative phenom enology would be less pro—
nounced than that ofBH model. In the UV lim it i will
tum out that, wihin a given variation of the noncom —
m utative param eter and in som e region in the space of
param eters, the range of the quantity j s ( ) s(T)jis
slightly an aller than in the BH m odelbut always of the
sam e order of m agnitude. In the infrared region, how -
ever, the two m odels are aln ost undistinguishable; see
Sec. [l.



C . Fourdim ensionale ective actions and
am plitudes

W hen going to 3+ 1 din ensions, the m easure z? of the
Integralw ill contain the nonlocale ect com ing from the
SSUR:

Z

S \Y%

1
d~cfk§zﬁ oY ¥ ot (60)
k< ko

Here we w ill consider two classes of m odels. In the st
one, we suppose the totalm easure to be given by the
product of the noncom m utative (1+ 1)-m easure and the
com m utative one:

Zx = 2Y7s (61)

then, aswe are going to show In a m om ent,

22
_ eff
= - (class 1) : (62)
aty
Thesem odels, n which the FRW 2-sphere is factored out,
w ill be dubbed as \1." A nother interesting prescription
consists in replacing the com m utative scale factor in z
w ith the e ective one; then, ay !

aeffl

ae ff

Z = Z ; (63)
a
and
= 2 chas2); (64)
a

m odels w ith this willbe named \2."
Let usnow look at cosn ologicalperturbations com ing
from an in ationary era and assum g, as it isthe case, that
is a generic perturbation satisfying the action (EQ).
The spectral am plitude com ing from the k-th m ode of
the perturbation is

a2 2k3

=z kT i (65)

where angle brackets denote the vacuum expectation
value and the expression is evaliated at the reference
tine ~ to be discussed In a while. Via a change of vari-
able,

Uk = % x; (66)
the action [(0) gives the M ukhanov equation

oY)
Z
09} k2 k

u, + u = 0: ©7)
Zk

N oting that d~=d (@=ax)?, we get the usefi1l relation

~ = = (68)

In the lowest SR approxin ation. If the SR param eters
are an all, then they are constant to leading orderbecause
their derivatives are higher order. It is then possble to
solve the M ukhanov equation w ith exactly constant SR

param eters and perturb the obtained solution. Such cos-
m ological solutions do exist and can be constructed in a
variety of situations; am ong them , a particularly in por—
tant one is power-aw in ation, which we w ill use when

considering the nfrared region of the spectrum . T here—
fore,

1Pz an ‘1d%z  a, * 7 1=4 * 1=4
7 d~? a zd 2 a 2 ~2 !

69)
where = 3=2+ O (). W ith constant , the solution

of this equation is the sam e as that of the comm uta—
tive case, namely 1.3/ ( ~32H © ( k~), where H"
is the Hankel function of the rst kind of order . In
the long wavelength lm it k=@H ) ! 0, when the m ode
w ith com oving w ave num berk iswelloutside the horizon,
the appropriately nom alized solution becom es, from Eq.
)I

bgo L 12 1 aH ° a.
eI = 2% k-~ 2%k a

4
i (70)

nally, one gets Eq. (33) by inserting either de nition
ED or B3 nEq. EJ).

G iven a noncom m utative brane in a com m utative bul,
the nonlocal snearing will only a ect the pure four-
din ensionalpart of the graviton-zero-m ode action, w hile
leaving the pure transversal nom alization unchanged;
from the discussion in Sec. [, it is then clear that
the noncomm utative tensor spectral am plitude w ill be
A2=2a"? 2/ Z2@g)A?, . Therebre, fr the gravi
tational spectrum , denotes the coe cient functions of
the noncom m utative 4D polarization tensorh © ( x)and
z isgiven by Eq. 23).

In the case ofthe n aton eld, = R isthe curva—
ture perturbation on com oving hypersurfaces, generated
by quantum uctuationsofthe eld 1lling the early Uni-
verse.

T he action and M ukhanov equation for a perturbation
generated by a tachyon eld has an additional factor n
front of k? in Egs. [B0) and [ED), nam ely the speed of
sound fr the perturbation: k* | k* [h4,l67]. Sice
the SSUR doesnota ect productsofhom ogeneous quan—
tities, the noncom m utative generalization of the tachy—
onic scalar am plitude is straightforward [6f]. Now, one
m ay ask how the inhom ogeneous version of the origihal
Bom-Infeld action [{) ism odi ed when inserting the *—
products. Let us recall that noncom m utativity naturally
arises In string theory when a Neveu-Schwarz{Neveu—
Schwarz (NS-N S) B — eld is sw itched on in the low -energy
treeJevel action. H ow ever, this results in a linearization
of the tachyonic action and, on the other hand, a large
noncom m utative param eterm ay triggerbrane decay pro—
cesses [69]; therefore, the sim ple noncom m utative version
of the coan ological tachyon m ight seem too naive.



Anyhow , tachyon scenarios are not new to counterin—
tuttive behaviors. In the slow +oll approxin ation, /
? 1, %e action [@) can be lnearized and the rescaled

ed = VT behaves ke an ordinary scalar; neverthe—
Jess, the theoreticalprediction encoded in the consistency
relations is di erent w ith respect to that of the genuine
scalar scenario [see Egs. [B8) and [B9)]. Here, some-
thing sim ilar happens, Im agining to tum on and increase
the B — eld sn oothly, and the nalresult di ers from the
scalar case ndeed.

M oreover, the stringy linearization is a feature of real-
ization [8) ratherthan [E4) and the form erm ay give rise
to a di erent coam ologicalm odelin which FRW isotropy
is not preserved [57]; also, a priori i would be highly
nontrivial to construct a Lorentz-violating coan ological
brane m odel (in fact, in the case of a de Sitter brane,
maxin al symm etry is crucial r coordinate-separating
the gravion wave equation R5,158]).

To further understand the di culties lying in a full
In plem entation of noncom m utative string theory in cos—
m ology, i is In portant to stress that all that has been
said about the algebra [@8) (ie. instability and cosm olog—
ical scenarios) is true only In a purely spatial *-product,

0i= 0. W hen trying to introduce noncom m utativity in
both space and tim e, as is the case of realization [43),
it may be di culk to achieve a ooherent, wellde ned
theory. In fact, in the Seberg-W itten lim i reproduc—
Ing the noncom m utative geom etry, and B are
kept xed whileB ! 1 and theReggesbpe °! 0.
Let E; = By; be the elctric part ofthe NS 2-form and
assuame E = E£;j6 0. Then, whilke the B - eld goes to
in nity and approaches the criticalvalueE o, = @ 9 1,
a classical instability develops and the rate ofopen string
pair production diverges [1(]; heuristically, the string is
tore apart by the increasing electric eld strength. For
these reasonswe regard algebra [44) as the starting point
of the coam ological setup rather then the ultim ate prod—
uct of som e high-energy theory, for the m om ent leaving
the details of the latter aside.

D. The UV region

In order to correctly evaluate the perturbation spectra,
one m ust detem ine the tin e ~y when the k-th m ode is
generated and, later, when it crosses the H ubble horizon.
Because of the momentum cuto ({49), the analysis for
the noncom m utative case m ust be conducted separately
In them idly and strongly noncom m utative regions.

From the very beginning, one can de ne the tine ~
when a perturbation wih wave number k crosses the
horizon by the formul k k(~)= a(~)H (~). This
relation provides an operative de nition of the number
of effoldings (k / H expN ) and the tin e variation of
k, Eq. [Z8). O f course, this is valid or any cosn ology
In which tim e de niions have zero uncertainty, that is,
for com m utative coam ologies and noncom m utative cos—
m ologies in the range far from the upper bound [£3), in

the so—called ultraviolt region, where k ko. In fact,
the tin e of horizon crossing is di erent from is com —
m utative counterpart ~., sihce ~ < ~ and the crossing
mode is delayed [H]. In [14] this e ect is quanti ed as
ke=k = expl[ (~ =)l

O n the contrary, onem ight de ne the horizon crossing
through the z function as

©

K= 2

Zk

2@H ¥ ; (71)

and get an extra factor of 2; due to the structure of the
M ukhanov equation, this approach would be valid in any
case, kt it be the com m utative or the noncom m utative
one.

In the UV region, the cosm ological energy scale w hen
the perturbation is generated is much am aller than the
stringy scale, H (~> ~) H (y) M 4, and noncom m u-—
tative e ects are soft; thus, the an eared versionsa ofa
can be approxin ated by a since

K UV region) ; (72)

from Eq. [EJ). &t is convenient to de ne the noncomm u—
tative param eter

ki ; (73)
am 2
w hose tin e derivative is
= 4H : (74)

N ote that this relation states that is alm ost constant
In a rapidly accelerating background, regardless of is
m agniude. The analogy with the evolution equations
of the SR tower, eg. Eq. [, suggested the authors
of [13, 14] treat  as a sort of SR param eter, kesping
all the param eters at the sam e truncation level in the
expressions of the UV observables.
At horizon crossing,

. Hoc
= 3Pme =2 o (75)

and Eq. [ is valid or , too. The ultraviokt re—
gion is by de nition the region ln which H=M 4 17 it
is characterized by long w avelength perturbations gener—
ated inside the Hubbl radius and, in a cogn icm icrow ave
background (CM B) spectrum , this would correspond to
theportion ofthe SachsW olfe (in ationary) plateau w ith
not-too-am all sphericalm odes, 10 < 1< 100.

In the com m utative case, to use one pivot scale instead
ofthe other am ounts to di erent next-to-low est-order ex—
pansions in the SR param eters; the 4D consistency equa—
tions are thus una ected, since the Introduction of the

2 W ithout risk of confusion, we w ill continue to use the sym bol
to indicate the ratio H =M s when discussing the UV I it ( 1)
of spectral quantities.



optin ized p'got scale [Ml) resuls in a rescaled coe cient
C! C+nh 2and this one is not present in them (see,
eg. [14] and references therein for details). This is also
true in the RS scenario [71]] as well as in general patch
coam ology [12].

In the noncom m utative case, the change of the pivot
scale doubles the m agnitude of the param eter [[H). The
resultingm odelsw illdisplay the sam e theoretical features
of the k = aH m odels, but shifted backward along the
energy scale determm ined by the ratio H=M . O bserva—
tional constraints should take the rescaling of the string
m ass Into account, when changing the pivot scale.

In the lin it [ZJ), we can Taylor expand the scale fac—
torsa around foramallk. To rst order in the SR
param eters and to all orders in , the nonlocal depen-
dence of the scale factor is

al( K) = a

) £f1 B

@ Y@ ~ 7)1 g+0(*);

(76)

w here the factor In front of oomes from a series whose
radius of convergence is 1. M ore precisly, when

1 then H=M, < 08: Sice we are Interested 1
Jow est-SR -order am plitudes, w e can neglect the SR tower
and nd

(77)

T he concrete procedure to com pute the spectral am pli-
tudes w ill be to use the horizon crossing orm ula [[l) at
~ In theUV region, and the saturation tim e ~y In the IR

region. In [B] and other papers these Instants are dubbed
~ and ~, regpectively, to highlight the dependence on
the wave num ber.

E. BH modelIR region

In the IR region things are quite di erent: the wave
m odes are generated outside the horizon and, since they
are frozen until they cross the horizon, their m agniude
depends on the tin e when they were generated. This
correspondsto the (k-dependent) tin e ~y when the SSUR
is saturated, k (~) = kg (~), and quantum uctuations
start out w ith theirvacuum am plitude. Thee ective and
an eared scale factors m ust be evaluated at this Instant;
the expansion [T1) is no longer valid since H Mg In
the nfrared. To proceed one can explicitly use the exact
solution around which the equation of m otion for the
perturbation hasbeen expanded. T he power-law solution
corresponds to a constant lndex w , when the scale factor
isa( )= o *™® 1D andH =n o 0" Y=mn+1).For
an exponentialscale factor (de Sitterexpansion,n ! 1 ),
a( )=H ,in accordancew ith Eq.M2). From equations
3) ana [B2),

o=k 1+ ; (78)

where ¢ = (v) and
5 172 oM, 2 0o
H
In the Infrared region,
kE o (R regin); (80)
and
P —
a= HkI 1+ ; (81)
> P—
a = BHkE 1+ 15 (82)
where evaluation at ¢ is understood. W hen 1, we

recover the UV or quasicom m utative region since k]é

0 . Actually, the UV and IR spectra m ay be pined
together in an interm ediate region, as it was shown in
[10]; in particular, see their Eq. (%2), corresoonding in
the de Sitter lin it to 2 @ 3 =2).Wewilnot
be ablk to recover this spectrum wihin our form aliam ;
how ever, we w ill describe other hybrid regim es by using

the m ethods adopted in the IR region 2 1< 10) Pr
1. For fiture reference, note that
—=2 H 83)

F. New modellR region

In the \New " m odel, the e ective scale factor is given
by Eq. B8). From Eq. 3,
P —
o=k 1+ ; (84)

w here
P

1+42 1 85)

N

W ih this de nition, the new expressions for a and a
are identicalto Egs. B and [BA), with replaced by
Equation [83) is replaced by

_4(+1)H

T 1+2 8e)

In the far IR region, 2
1.

W ithout further justi cations, the IR region of the
spectrum , H M 5, m ay be not very satisfactory from
a string-theoretical point of view , both because we are
above the fiindam ental energy scalk® and due to the
abovem entioned classical instabilities. A s it is done In
m any other occasions In early-Universe cosn ology, we
willtum a blind eye to this point and seek what are the
observational consequences of the extrem e regin e of the
present noncom m utative m odels.

1, while in the UV Iim it

3 H owever, the space-m om entum stringy uncertainty relation, im —
plying xp &, isnot a universal property of the theory.



IVv. NONCOMMUTATIVE ZOOLOGY In theUV,
=1 ; (92a)
W e are ready to collect all the m achineries developed 4
so far and inspect the noncom m utative m odels at hand. = 1 ; (92b)
4
= : (92¢)
A. BH1 1
For 1, 4 and 4. In the IR,
In the BH1 case,
? = ; (93a)
5 2@,a )3 +1
= T2 3¢ 87) 2
at @z + a%) = ; (93b)
+ 1
In the UV ion, 2
=g = " l: (93c)
2 @ )
= — (88a) W hen 1, 21 ).
1+
_ 8 @2+ ) ©8b)
1 2 ! C. Newl
8(f+ + 1)
e+ )a 2y’ (88c) T he correction to the com m utative am plitude reads
3=2
For 1 one recovers the nearly commutative, - 2= 22(&'#) : (94)
expanded behavior! a*lar +a)
5 In the UV region,
1 4 ; (89a) 5 3o
16 ; 89%) = ( )7 (95a)
’ 6
4: (89¢c) = ] H (95b)
; 4
In the IR region, _ - . (95¢)
3
2 _ —; (90a) In the IR Im i,
2+ )Ya+ % s
42 + 3) 2 _ .
= —= - . 90b = ; (96a)
R+ )Ya+ ) (G0b) 1+
6
2 2%+6 +5) = ; (96b)
= : 90c ’
B+2 )2+ Ya+ ) ®0c) 1+ 2
_ 8 (+1) 9%
In the commutative Iimi (1), 2 1,while in the T a2 ¢ (6c)
strongly noncom m utative regin e ( 1), ? 3=2and o ,
6 5 ,in agreementwiH1(]5 In the strongly non-com m utative lim it ( 1), =
) Zand = 6+0 (7).
B. BH2
D. New?2
From ations and [e4),
e = ) From Egs. [B8) and [E4),
2_ &a | P33
2 ¢ (91) 2_ &8 ©7)
a
TheUV lm it gives
2 _ P .
4 T hroughout the paper we w ill keep only the leading-order tem - 1 ’ (98a)
in the approxin ated since there isa  factor in front of it in 2
Egs. [38) and [E3). = 7 ; (98b)
5 Eqgs. (44){ @47) of [A] are not correct, due to a m issing power ofy
in the inserted zi;jn Egs. (23){ (25) of [L(] the correct am plitude _ 4 . (98¢)

is recovered. 1



In the IR region,

2
= 1 ; (99a)
— 2 .
o1+ 2 ©%)
B 99¢)
@+ 2 )
For 1, =2+0(%.

V. DISCUSSION

To summ arize, we can com pare the considered m od—
els in the perturbative lim is, that is, the UV commu-—
tative Iim i ( 1) and the IR noncom m utative lim it
( b - 1). Trivially, In the nonperturbative or com —
m utative IR region ( 1),a a and one recovers
the standard spectrum, 2= 1and = 0;also, by con-
struction, the noncom m utative UV region is ilkde ned.

In general, we can write the UV comm utative lim it of
the relevant quantities as

2 1 b ; (100a)
io ; (100b)
4; (100c)

where b is a constant. A s anticipated, the structure of
the IR am plitudes also pem its a perturbative expansion

around 1= ; iIn this case, spectral am plitudes are eval-
uated at k < ko via the powerdaw solution. The IR

com m utative lim it is then

2 p—
1 b =2; (101a)
2o =2; (101b)
2; (1010)

from the previous discussions, it is natural to interpret
this as an interm ediate m om entum region at the edge of
the UV regine, around < 1 where Eq. [IA) ceasesto
be valid, and corresponding to perturbations generated
across the Hubbl horizon. In fact, what one does is
hit this region starting from the low-m om entum IR side.
T he above-m entioned jinction spectrum of [L(] is located
som ew here closer to the nfrared.

Table show s that all the m odels display sin ilar
asym ptotic Iim its tow ard di erent num erical coe cients,
the BH ones being larger than the New ones; the coe —
cient of BH1 is4 tim esthat ofm odel2 w ithin each region
UV or IR), while this ratio is reduced to =, = 3 In
the New m odel. Thus, there is less di erence between
modelNewl and model New 2 w ith respect to that oc-
curring between BH1 and BH 2, further con m ing that
the \halfam earing" ofthe new scenario som ehow softens
noncom m utative e ects.

The interm ediate spectrum [[Q]l) breaks down when

2< 0,that iswhenH=M ¢ > 05 BH1),08 Newl), 1
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TABLE II: The com m utative lim it, to lowest order in 1.
M odeﬂ b (com m utative lin i)
BH1 4
BH2 1
Newl 3/2
New?2 1/2

BH2)and 14 New?2);thereforeEq. [[Q]l) welldescribes
class 2 m odels at the UV boundary < 1 while it isnot
particularly reliable for class 1 m odels.

In the desp UV or comm utative lim it, the linear ap—
proxin ation [[00) properly encodes all the phenom enol-
ogy of the m odels; how ever, the exact noncom m utative
am plitude better describes the behavior of the coan olog—
ical observables In the full span of the UV region. To
see this, ket us com pare the function , goveming the
energy dependence of the spectral index [33), wih its
approxin ated version ., given by Eq. [[000); we plot
the quantity ( ap:)= DOrthe UV models in Fig.[l.
TheBH2,Newl and New 2 m odels display the sam e lin—
ear trend in , while the BH1 curve is a little below
the bisector; the approxin ation error is up to 50% for

< 035, correspondig to H=M 4 < 0:7, and goes below
10$ when H=M 4 < 0:5. An analogous treatm ent of Egs.

0.2 0.3
Hx

0.4 0.5

FIG .1l: The relative approxin ation error ( appr)= VS
in the UV sector. The thin line is for BH 1, the thick line isa
superposition of BH2, New1l and New 2.

[38) and B9) shows that the di erence between the -
exact and the approxin ated scalar running m ay be even
greater than the W M AP experin ental error for this ob—
servable, s sumpepr © 10 2, orany and suitablevalues
forng and r in the allowed range. T herefore, the ©llow —
Ing analysis has been conducted w ith the fill nonlinear
am plitude.

Table reports the noncomm utative high-energy
Iim £ in the IR region. In particular, the soectral am —
plitude ofNew 1 is tw ice the am plitude of BH 1; how ever,
within each class (1 and 2) a unigque set of consistency
relations is generated. In the perturbative noncom m uta-—
tive lim i, 1, the IR version of ( isshown

appr)z



in Fig.[d. T he relative approxin ation error is up to 20%
rthe BH modelsand < 05, whik it isup to 40% for
the New m odels. The curves of New 1 and New 2 m odels
coincide.

TABLE III:Noncomm utative zoology in the IR high-energy
1lim i, to lowest order in 1.
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lowest order n SR, setting n. O (?); (3) The highest
proportionality coe cient isprovided by GB class1m od—
els, allow ing a greater tilt given the sam e tensorto-scalar
ratio.

TABLE IV : The consistency equation [0) in the comm uta-
tive UV and noncom m utative IR lim it.

M odel‘ IR noncom m utative lim it
2

(N on)com m utative
m odels GB RS 4D

BH1 3=
Newl
BH2
New2

NN OO

FIG.2: The relative approxin ation error ( appr)= VS

in the IR sector. The thin solid line is for BH 1, the thin
dashed line is for BH 2 and the thick lne is a superposition of
Newl and New 2.

In standard cosm ology, the consistency equation re—
lating the tensor index nt and r is adopted in order to
reduce the space of param eters. Untilnow , this hasbeen
done only for the 4D and RS cases, both displaying the
sam e 4D degenerate version of Eq. [40). The finction

contains a new theoretical param eter, the string en—
ergy scale M g, which enlarges the standard space of cos—
m ological variables. In principle, this m ight pose som e
problem s if one wanted a reasonably stringent constraint
on the observables, facing an uncertainty sim ilar to that
one gets when kesping ny un xed [Z3]. In the UV com —
m utative region 1, however, one can use the known
resuls for the 4D and RS likelihood analysis in order to
com pare the consistency equations in the allowed range
[74]. For the G aussBonnet case one should rely on the
results found In 25,175].

The IR noncomm utative lim it is easier to deal with
since the asym ptotic orm ofEq. [0) is independent of
the string scale, as i is shown in Tablk[V]. Som e fatures
are particularly interesting: (1) The infrared RS2 m od—
els are the only ones with a negative tensor tilt, other
noncom m utative realizations giving a tilt sign opposite
to that of the comm utative case; (2) 4D class 2 m od—
els predict an exactly scale-invariant tensor spectrum to

Commutative UV ( = 0) 1 2 2
Clhss1l IR ( = 6) 5
Class2 IR ( 2)

A lthough there are 3 2= 48 models at hand and
a great am ount of inform ation to deal w ith, som e pre—
lim nary considerations w ill pem it us to sin plify such
an Intricate taxonomy and draw theoretical curves In
a reasonabl region in the ng r plane. Let us rst
com pare the BH scenario with the New one and de-

ne j j (56 * wew)=2 and vew =7 J-
Figure 3@) shows that in the comm utative region BH
and New m odels are considerably di erent, being (' =
2( +5=@7 +05) 10=l1when ! Oand %" = 2=3.
In the lm it V1, 3! 57 ; this is a spurdous ef-
fect due to the breaking of the Taylor expansion [T7),
as one can see by considering the com m utative lim i of
the spectra In Fig. 3®). In fact, T 6 J when

! 2and, asexpected, ¥ ! 10=11and § ! 2=3
when ! 1 . Allthisis h accordance wih Tablkldd.
However, in the IR noncom m utative lim it there is little
di erencebetween BH and New m odels, being < 10% .
T herefore, wew illonly show the resultsofNew in the in-
frared and skip the aln ost identical counterparts in BH .

A sin ilar inspection shows that classl and class2
m odels are quantitatively nondegenerate, getting ; =
3, brNew and BH-IR,and ; = 4 , ©DrBHUV, In
agreem ent w ith Tables[@ and [[0. Note that these re
suls are independent of the buk physics.

T he versatility of the patch form alisn allow s coupling
it to a noncom m utative background In a great num ber of
ways. For exam ple, a realistic picture of the cosn olog—
ical evolution would be to adopt one particular patch
regine In a tine interval when a given region of the
(non)com m utative spectrum is generated; one m ay then
associate the IR region of extra-horizon-generated per—
turbations w ith the early-Universe high-energy period,
when the extra dim ension opens up and the Friedm ann
equation su erseitherGB and/orRS m odi cations. The
consequent evolution isGB-R ! RSAR/UV ! 4DUV.
A notherpossibility isto considerpure energy patchesand
study the noncom m utative spectrum in GB,R S, and 4D
separately.

Let us com pare the rmunning of the scalar index of
ordinary-in aton and tachyon-in aton elds,

(EH

s s () s(T): (102)

Since the graphicm aterial is very abundant, we give jast



a selection of it; the fl1ll set ofbi-and threedin ensional

gures of this and other com bined analyses are available
upon request to the author. In Fig. 4 the relative run—
ning slhs = 1;r; ) ispresented for 4D noncomm uta—
tivem odels in the ultraviolet. T wo-din ensionalslices are
then displayed In Figs. 5 and 6. Figure 5 show s that the
relative running in RandalkSundrum is rather m odest;
on the contrary, n GB and 4D noncomm utativity m ay
conspire to bias Eq. [[0A) and, in particular, the scalar
running above the current W M AP uncertainty estim ates,
0 (10 ?).Braneworlde ects, ifany, should becom em ore
apparent In P lanck data, for which the forecasted error
is one order of m agnitude snaller, s O (10 3) [7d].
In each 2D plot we keep the com m utative m odelas a ref-
erence. N ote that to increase ettherng or (') pushes

s toward positive values. F inally, Figs. 7 and 8 show

som e features ofthe New scenarios in the Infrared region.

VI. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

In this paper we have considered several classes of
noncom m utative In ationary m odelsw ithin an extended
version of patch cosm ologicalbranew orlds, starting from
a maxim ally invariant *-generalization of the action for
scalar and tensor perturbations. O bservables and con—
sistency relations are provided via a SR approxin ation.
Them ain resuls are:

Class 1 and class 2 m odels are appreciably distinct
from each other in the f1ll span of the spectrum .

BH and New m odels give aln ost the sam e predic—
tions in the IR region of the spectrum .

The relative running[07) is generally m ore pro-
nounced in the GB scenario than in 4D, whilke in
RS the e ect is Jess evident.

E ither Increasing g or going to the com m utative
Imi, H=M 5 ! 0, the relative running s tends
tow ard positive valies.

T he consistency relation n/ r, Eq. @), greatly
di ers from one noncom m utativem odelto another.
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These m odels are far from being fully explored. For In—
stance, one could In pose also the extra din ension (s) to
be noncom m utative and extend the algebra [44) or other
realizations to the transverse direction (s). A brane w ith
nite thickness would em erge because of the m Inim um
length scale k;; In this case our analysis could be thought
as perform ed on m ean-valued quantiies along the brane
thickness. Forexampl, ! h i brane dV,P ! hpi,
and so on. The subct requires further attention and
a good starting point m ight be the cosn ological thick
brane setup [77,178,179,184,181,182,183,184,183,184].

An interesting possibility is to choose another vacuum
state rather than the adiabatic vacuum w ith which the
perturbation spectrum isusually calculated. T hisschem e
has been outlined in [L€] and developed In [13,120].

O ther In portant aspects m ight be the sub fct of fu—
ture studies. First, the use of the gravitational version
ofthe function z (~), Eq. 1), would pem it one to com —
pute next-to-leading-order expressions both for the ten—
sor am plitude and the consistency equation for the ten—
sor Index [71,[72]. Secondly, a num erical sin ulation of
the CM B spectrum as well as a lkelhood analysis in-—
volving the consistency equation [Q), or its next-order
version, In the IR Iim its of Tabk[[¥] are required n or-
der to constrain the space of coam ological param eters in
the low-m om entum region of the perturbation spectra.
Third, di erent analyses would point out other im por—
tant aspects of the m odels; one m ay set his/her fancy
free by looking at cross com parisons lke in [26] and de—

ne general relative runnings S0 : K (9.
A Iso, stand-alone analysesw ith explicit In ationary m od-
els would constrain the in aton potential according to
the predictions for the cosm ologicalobservables obtained
from the SR expressions for ni, ng, and 5. A1l these
topics are currently under investigation.
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