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W econsiderseveralclassesofnoncom m utativein
ationary m odelswithin an extended version of

patch cosm ologicalbraneworlds,starting from a m axim ally invariant generalization ofthe action

forscalar and tensorperturbationsto a noncom m utative brane em bedded in a com m utative bulk.

Slow-rollexpressionsand consistency relationsforthe cosm ologicalobservablesare provided,both

in theUV and IR region ofthespectrum ;thein
aton �eld isassum ed tobeeitheran ordinary scalar

�eld ora Born-Infeld tachyon. The e�ectsofnoncom m utativity are then analyzed in a num berof

waysand energy regim es.

PACS num bers:98.80.Cq,04.50.+ h,11.10.N x

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The idea thatthe early Universe experienced a phase

of accelerated expansion has com e to a crucial point.

Born as a panacea for som e problem s ofthe standard

big bang scenario,the in
ationary paradigm has been

developed and re�ned duringtheseyears,alwayssuccess-

fully explainingtheavailableobservationaldata.Theup-

com ing generation ofhigh-precision cosm ologicalexperi-

m entssuch asW M AP (W ilkinson M icrowaveAnosotropy

Probe) [1, 2, 3]and Planck [4]m ight de�nitely oper-

ate a selection on the greatam ountofin
ation-inspired

m odels.O n the otherhand,new theoreticalscenariosin

which the high-energy physics growsm ore and m ore in

im portance have produced a set ofinteresting research

�eldsim plem enting thetraditional4D cosm ology:there-

fore we have string cosm ology, braneworld cosm ology,

noncom m utativecosm ology,and so on.

In theirsem inalpaper[5],Brandenbergerand Ho pre-

sented a m odel of large-scale perturbation spectra, in

which a noncom m utative geom etricalstructure is gen-

erated by the stringy spacetim e uncertainty relation

(SSUR)

�t�x p � l
2

s ; (1)

where ls is the string length scale and xp = a(t)x is a

physicalspacecoordinate.Ithasbeen argued thatthisis

a universalproperty forstring and branetheory [6,7,8].

This picture (henceforth \BH") has then been further

explored in [9,10,11,12,13,14,15]and presentsm any

com m on features with trans-Planckian scenarioswith a

m odi�ed dispersion relation [16,17,18,19,20,21,22].

In this paper we construct another noncom m utative

m odelbased on the sam e philosophy of[5]and confront

it with BH in its two versions,the �rst one with the

Friedm ann-Robertson-W alker (FRW ) 2-sphere factored
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out in the action m easure and the second one with a

unique e�ective scale factor. Scalar and tensor am pli-

tudes and indices as wellas consistency equations are

obtained through the slow-roll(SR)form alism ,both for

an ordinary scalar �eld and a Born-Infeld cosm ological

tachyon. Allthe observables turn out to be functions

ofa noncom m utativeparam eter,called �,m easuring the

m agnitudeoftheHubbleenergyH atthetim eofhorizon

crossingin com parison with thefundam entalstringm ass

M s = l� 1s .

Som e works have studied the in
ationary perturba-

tions treating � on either alm ost [12, 15] or exactly

[13, 14]the sam e ground of the SR param eters, com -

puting UV am plitudes and indices via a double or SR

expansion for sm allparam eters,respectively. Here we

willfollow a di�erentapproach and consider� asa dis-

tinct objectwith respectto the SR tower;we willkeep

only the lowest-SR-orderpartofthe observablesand re-

gard any �-term aspertaining to theseleading-SR-order

quantities. W e stress that, while the param eter � ac-

counts for nonlocale�ects com ing from the string scale

ls,the SR tower is determ ined by the dynam ics ofthe

cosm ologicalin
ationary expansion.Therefore,they de-

scribe quite distinctphysicalphenom ena. In fact,there

is no connection between � and the recursively de�ned

SR tower,although even the�rstSR param eterisintro-

duced by hand;theelem entsofthetowerarebuiltup of

tim e derivativesofH and they allvanish in a de Sitter

background,while�,which containsonly theHubblepa-

ram eterand thestring scale,doesnot.In particular,the

lowest-SR-orderspectralam plitudes,equivalentto those

obtained in a quasi-de Sitter m odel,willdepend on �.

Besidesthism otivation,such a procedurehasadditional

advantages.Forexam ple,wecan study regim eswith not-

so-sm all� within theSR approxim ation;secondly,ifone

keeps the m agnitude of� unconstrained,one can also

explore the IR region ofthe spectrum ,� � 1,through

appropriatetechniques.

These e�ective noncom m utative m odels can be ex-

tended to braneworld scenariosin which the 3-braneex-
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periencesa cosm ologicalexpansion governed by an e�ec-

tiveFriedm ann equation.Theprecisetheoreticalsetup is

highly nontrivialeven in the com m utative case,because

ofthe num ber ofrequirem ents to im pose on the back-

ground form s and spacetim e geom etry in orderto have

a cosm ologicalfour-dim ensionalvariety. W e will phe-

nom enologically assum e to have a 3-brane in which the

SSUR (1)holdsforallthebraneworld coordinatesfx�g,

� = 0;1;2;3,whilethe extra dim ension y along thebulk

rem ainsdecoupled from the *-algebra.

A very qualitative way to see how such a noncom m u-

tative scenario m ight em erge is the following. O ne of

them ostprom ising braneworldsistheRandall-Sundrum

(RS) m odel[23,24]or its G auss-Bonnet (G B) general-

ization (e.g.,[25,26],and referencestherein),m otivated

by M -theory as low-energy products ofa dim ensionally

reduced 11D supergravity to a 10D string theory,down

to a 5D e�ective gravity [27,28,29,30,31,32,33](see

also [34]). The resulting 11D m anifold is AdS5 � XC Y ,

where the brane is located atthe �xed point y = yb of

the Z2 sym m etry in the 5D anti-de Sitter bulk and the

other six dim ensions are com pacti�ed on a Calabi-Yau

3-fold X C Y .The 5D gravitationalcoupling isrelated to

the11D oneby �25 = �211=VC Y ,whereVC Y istheinternal

volum e ofthe Calabi-Yau space and �211 = M � 9
s ;thus,

we willidentify the noncom m utative string m assasthe

fundam entalenergy scaleofthefulltheory.To diagonal-

ize the noncom m utative algebra and induce a pure 4D

SSUR on thebraneonem ight�x theexpectation values

ofthe 11D background �elds such that the extra direc-

tion com m utes,[y;x�]= 0.Som eothersubtletiesto deal

with arediscussed in Sec.IIIC.

A useful approach to study perturbation spectra in

braneworld scenarios is patch cosm ology,which m akes

useofanonstandard Friedm ann equation,coupled tothe

slow-rollform alism ;despite allthe shortcom ingsofthis

approxim ated treatm entofextra-dim ensionalphysics,it

gives severalim portant �rst-im pact inform ations. The

fourdim ensionalscenario isautom atically included.

W ewillnotprovideafullderivation ofstandard results

and leave the reader to consult the available literature.

Foran introduction to in
ation and perturbation theory,

see [35,36]. For a review on braneworld,see [37]. For

patchcosm ology,scalarand tachyonin
ation,andam ore

com plete list ofassum ptions,technicalities,com m ents,

and references,see[26].1

Theplan ofthepaperisasfollows.Thegeneralsetup

isestablished in Sec.II,furtherdevelopingtheform alism

of[26];in Sec. IIIwe review the BH m odelsand intro-

duce a new prescription forthe noncom m utative action,

describing then theUV and theIR spectralregions.Sec.

IV fully developsthesem odels;in Sec.V a detailed anal-

1 To the reference listof[26]we add [38,39,40,41,42,43,44,45]

for higher derivative and G auss-Bonnet gravity m odels and [46,

47,48,49,50,51,52]forthe cosm ologicaltachyon.

ysissum m arizesthem ain resultsand Sec.VIisdevoted

to concluding rem arks.

II. G EN ER A L SET U P

W e willkeep the generalfram ework ofa noncom m u-

tative 3-brane in which,either in a lim ited tim e inter-

valduring its evolution or in a given energy patch,the

cosm ologicalexpansion satis�es an e�ective Friedm ann

equation

H
2 = �

2

q�
q
; (2)

where q is constantand �q > 0 is som e factor with en-

ergy dim ension [�q]= E 1� 2q.O ften wewillusethem ore

convenient param eter � � 2(1 � q� 1). Table I reports

thecharacteristicsofthe4D and braneworld cosm ologies

we willconsider. There, �5 = 8�m � 3
5

= M
� 3
5

is the

�ve-dim ensionalgravitationalcoupling,� is the G auss-

Bonnet coupling and � is the brane tension. G ravity

experim ents im pose M 5
>
� 108 G eV and �1=4 >

� 103

G eV; best-�t analyses of BH noncom m utative m odels

gives estim ates for the string scale M s � 1011 � 1017

G eV [9,10].In typicalHo�rava-W itten scenarios,thefun-

dam entalscale isoforderofthe G UT scale,M s � 1016

G eV.

TABLE I:The energy regim esdescribed in the text.

Regim e q � �
2

q

G B 2=3 � 1 (�25=16�)
2=3

RS 2 1 �
2

4=6�

4D 1 0 �
2

4=3

W e neglectany contribution from both the W eylten-

sorand thebrane-bulk exchange;assum ing thereissom e

con�nem entm echanism fora perfect
uid with equation

ofstate p = w�,the continuity equation on the brane

reads _� + 3H (� + p)= 0.Letusconsideran in
ationary

four-dim ensional
atuniverse�lled with an hom ogeneous

in
aton �eld  .Ifthisisan ordinaryscalar�eld �(t)with

potentialV ,then the energy density and pressureare

� =
_�2

2
+ V (�)= p+ 2V (�); (3)

and the e�ective equation ofm otion is

�� + 3H _� + V
0= 0: (4)

Another choice is to consider a hom ogeneous tachyon

�eld T(t), that is a scalar, causal �eld satisfying the

Dirac-Born-Infeld action [53,54]

SD B I =

Z

d
4
x(� a)3V (T)

p

1� _T 2 ; (5)
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energy density and pressureread

� =
V (T)

cS
; (6)

p = � V (T)cS = �
V (T)2

�
; (7)

wherecS =
p
� w =

p

1� _T 2.

A . Slow -rollparam eters and com m utative

observables

According to the in
ationary paradigm , an early-

Universe period ofaccelerated expansion is driven by a

scalar�eld slowly \rolling" down itspotentialtoward a

localm inim um .Thanksto thisidea,onecan constructa

setofusefulquantities(theSR param eters)which govern

thedynam icsofthesystem and m akethecom putational

task easierthrough suitableSR expansions.The�rstpa-

ram eteristhe tim e variation ofthe Hubble length H � 1,

� � �
_H

H 2
=
3q(1+ w)

2
: (8)

FullSR towers involving either the Hubble param eter

orthe in
aton potentialcan be de�ned from dynam ical

considerationswithin theHam ilton-Jacobiform ulationof

theproblem .Herewewillneed only the�rstthreebricks

ofthe Hubble tower.Fora scalar�eld,these are

�� � � =
3q�2� �q

2

_�2

H 2� �
; (9)

�� � �
dln _�

dlna
= �

��

H _�
; (10)

�
2

�
�

1

H 2

 
��

_�

! :

=

...
�

H 2 _�
� �

2

�
: (11)

The evolution equations ofthe param eters are second-

SR-orderexpressions,

_�� = H �� [(2� �)�� � 2��]; (12a)

_�� = H
�
���� � �

2

�

�
; (12b)

furthertim ederivativesraisetheSR orderby oneateach

step.Forthe tachyon �eld,the SR param etersare

�T � � =
3q

2
_T 2
; (13)

�T = �
�T

H _T
; (14)

�
2

T
=

1

H 2

 
�T

_T

! :

=

...
T

H 2 _T
� �

2

T
; (15)

with tim e variation

_�T = � 2H �T �T ; (16a)

_�T = H
�
�T �T � �

2

T

�
: (16b)

Notethatonecan com putesecond-SR-ordertachyon ex-

pressionsby goingtotheform allim it� ! 2in Eq.(12a).

A derivation of the perturbation am plitudes willbe

seen in the noncom m utative case. Here,we just quote

the resultsforthe com m utative observables,denoted by

a superscript (c). The perturbation am plitudes can be

written as

A
(c) �

aH

5�z
; (17)

to lowestSR order(equivalently,in a quaside Sitter4D

spacetim e).In general,the squared function z is

z
2 = �q

a2(� + p)

H 2
= �q

a2(1+ w)

�
2� �
q H �

; (18)

where �q isa proportionality coe�cient;foran ordinary

and tachyon scalaron the brane,

z(�) =
a_�

H
; (19)

z(T) =
a _T

cS�
1=q
q H �=2

; (20)

with �q(�)= 1 and �q(T)= 1=cS.The scalaram plitude

is,to lowestSR order,

A
(c)2
s =

3q�2� �q

25�2

H 2+ �

2�
; (21)

where � is given by eitherEq. (9)or(13),according to

the m odel. The spectralindex and its running are,to

lowestSR order,

n
(c)
s � 1 �

dlnA
(c)2
s

dlnk
= 2�� � 4�� ; (22)

�
(c)
s �

dn
(c)
s

dlnk
� ��

h

5(n(c)s � 1)+ 4(3+ �)��

i

;

(23)

while forthe tachyon

n
(c)
s � 1 = 2�T � (2+ �)�T ; (24)

�
(c)
s � (3+ �)�T

h

(n(c)s � 1)+ (2+ �)�T

i

:(25)

These equationscan be obtained through Eq. (12)and

the lowest-orderrelation

d

dlnk
�

d

H dt
: (26)

In Eqs.(23)and (25),theparam eter�2 hasbeen dropped

(seethe discussion in [26]).

Let � be the inverse ofthe bulk curvature scale;the

e�ective 4D Newton constant is �24 = �25�=(1+ 4��2),

which in RS gives�2 = ��24=6. The gravitationalspec-

trum in RS and G B scenarios has been investigated in

[25,55]fora de Sitterbrane. ItturnsoutthatA
(c)2

t =
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A
(c)2

t(4D )
F 2
� (H =�),whereA

(c)2

t(4D )
isthecom m utative4D am -

plitudewith z4D =
p
2a=�4.F� isacom plicated function

of� and H =� determ ined by the norm alization ofthe

y-dependentpart�0(y)ofthe graviton zero m ode calcu-

lated on the brane position,F 2
� = �20(yb)�

2
5=�

2
4. W riting

A 2
t = A 2

t(4D )
z2
4D
=z2,onehas

z(h)=

p
2a

�4F�
: (27)

This rem arkably sim ple generalization ofthe 4D func-

tion z ispossibleonly becauseofthem axim alsym m etry

ofthe de Sitterbrane,which perm itsa variable separa-

tion ofthe wave equation for the K aluza-K lein gravity

m odes,h�� (x;y)! h
(m )
�� (x)�m (y).To beconsistentwith

thepatch solution (2),weconsidertheapproxim ated ver-

sion F 2
q ofF 2

� in the proper energy lim its: F 2
1 = 1 �

F 2
�(H =�� 1)in 4D,F 2

2 = 3H =(2�)� F20(H =�� 1)in RS,

and F 2

2=3
= (1+ 4��2)=(8��H ) � F2�(H =�� 1) in G B

[25].W ecan writedown thepatch version ofEq.(27)by

noting thatin fourdim ensionsthe graviton background

can be described by Eq. (18)with �1(h)= 1 and a per-

fect
uid ph = � �h=3 which does notcontribute to the

cosm ic acceleration �a = aH 2(1� �),being � = 1 in Eq.

(8). G eneralizing this stationary-solution trick one has

w(h)= 2=(3q)� 1 and

z(h) =

p
2a

�4Fq
; (28a)

F
2

q �
3q�2� �q H �

�q(h)�
2
4

; (28b)

where the coe�cient� q(h)isdeterm ined by the gravity

m odeland is�1(h)= 1 = �2=3(h)and �2(h)= 2=3.The

com m utativetensoram plitude isthen

A
(c)2

t =
3q�2� �q

25�2

H 2+ �

2�q(h)
; (29)

while the spectralindex and itsrunning are

n
(c)

t �
dlnA

(c)2

t

dlnk
= � (2+ �)� ; (30)

�
(c)

t = (2+ �)�

h

(n(c)s � 1)+ (2+ �)�

i

; (31)

both forthe ordinary scalarand the tachyon �eld. The

tensor-to-scalarratio is

r
(c) �

A
(c)2

t

A
(c)2
s

=
�

�q(h)
: (32)

B . Leading-order noncom m utative observables

Let A denote a lowest-order perturbation am plitude,

A 2 fA t;A sg;in general,itcan be written as

A(��;H ; )= A
(c)(H ; )�(� �); (33)

where �� is a noncom m utative param eterto be de�ned

later,A (c) = A(�= 1)isthe am plitude in the com m uta-

tive lim it,and �(� �)isa function encoding leading-SR-

ordernoncom m utative e�ects. Itwillturn outthat,up

to O (�2)term s,

dln�2

dlnk
= �� ; (34)

where� = �(��)isa function of�� such that _� = O (�).

Thespectralindex is

n �
dlnA 2

dlnk
= n

(c)+ �� ; (35)

forthe scalarspectrum ,n = ns � 1. The index running

is

� �
dn

dlnk
= �

(c)+
d2 ln�2

dlnk2
: (36)

In the scalar�eld case,the lastterm can be written as

d2 ln�2

dlnk2
= ��� [(2� � � ��)�� � 2��]; (37)

[here �� = � _�=(�H �)to �rstSR order]with � ! 2 in the

tachyon case. Because ofEq. (33),the tensor-to-scalar

ratio isr= r(c) and the consistency equationsread

�s(�) = r�q f(5� �)(ns � 1)

+ [4(3+ �)� �(7+ � + �� � �)]r�qg; (38)

�s(T) = r�q f(3+ � � �)(ns � 1)

+ [(2+ �)(3+ �)� �(5+ 2� + �� � �)]r�qg:

(39)

The lowest-SR-orderconsistency equation forthe tensor

index is

nt = [� � (2+ �)]�qr; (40)

and itsrunning is

�t = r�q
�
(2+ � � �)(ns � 1)+

�
(2+ � � �)2 � ���

�
r�q

	
:

(41)

Thereisalso a next-to-leading orderversion ofEq.(40),

which we willnotconsiderhere.

III. N O N C O M M U TA T IV E M O D ELS

Let us introduce the new tim e variable � 2 R
+ ,� =R

adt=
R
da=H . W ith a constant SR param eter �,an

integration by partswith respectto a gives

� =
a

H

1

1+ �
�

a

H
: (42)

Inequality (1)can berewritten in term sofcom oving co-

ordinatesas

���x � l
2

s ; (43)
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and thecorrespondingalgebraofnoncom m utativespace-

tim e istim e independent,

[�;x]= il
2

s : (44)

The *-productrealizing Eq.(44)isde�ned as

(f� g)(x;�)= e
� (il

2

s
=2)(@x @� 0� @� @x 0)f(x;�)g(x0;�0)

�
�
x
0 = x

�
0 = �

:

(45)

Thisrealization ofnoncom m utativity isin contrastwith

[x�;x�]= i��� ; (46)

where ��� isthe noncom m utative param eter. Thistype

ofnoncom m utative cosm ology,which does not preserve

the FRW sym m etries,has been studied in [56,57,58].

O ther im plem entations can be found in [59,60,61,62,

63,64,65].

A . B H m odels

In the following we willadoptthe shortnotation a =

a(�) and a� � a(� � kl2s). For the skipped details,see

[5].Considernow theaction ofa freescalar�eld � living

in a (1+ 1)-dim ensionalFRW space. In the noncom m u-

tative m odels we willstudy,each conventionalproduct

isreplaced by the*-product(45);thus,thegravitational

sectorofthetheory isnota com pletely passivespectator

butisinvolved via the *-coupling ofthe m etric with the

m atter content. The new 2D action reads,noting that

a2 = a� a [5],

SB H =

Z

d�dx
1

2

�
@��

y � a
2 � @��� @x�

y � a
� 2 � @x�

�
:

(47)

In the com oving m om entum space,

�(x;�)= V1=2

Z

k< k0

dk

2�
�k(�)e

ikx
; (48)

whereV isthe totalspatialcoordinatevolum eand

k0 � M saeff (49)

isa cuto� realizing thestringy uncertainty relation.The

m ostconvenientway to recastthe action isto write the

scalefactorasaFourierintegral,a2(�)=
R
d! a2�(!)e

i!�,

and perform the*-productsofthecom plex exponentials

in the integrand,rem oving the cuto� in the lim it k0 !

1 when absorbing the �-integralsin m om entum spaces.

The resultis

S � V

Z

k< k0

d�dk
1

2

�
�
+

k
@��� k@��k � �

�

k
k
2�� k�k

�
;

(50)

where

�
�

k
=
1

2

�
a
� 2
+ + a

� 2
�

�
: (51)

De�ning two new objects

a
2

eff
�

s

�
+

k

�
�

k

= a+ a� ; (52)

y
2 �

q

�
+

k
�
�

k
=
a2+ + a2�

2a+ a�
; (53)

and the e�ective conform altim e coordinate

d~�

d�
= a

� 2
eff

; (54)

the scalaraction becom es

S � V

Z

k< k0

d~�dk
1

2
y
2
�
�0
� k�

0
k � k

2�� k�k

�
; (55)

wherethe prim esarederivativeswith respectto ~�.

B . A new prescription for noncom m utativity

yclicperm utationsofthe*-productinsidetheintegral

(47)leavetheaction invariant.Therefore,itisnaturalto

see whethera di�erentnoncyclic ordering ofthe factors

gives a theory with interestingly new predictions. The

other nontrivialnoncom m utative action one can obtain

is

Snew = V

Z

d�dx
1

2

�
@��

y � a� @��� a

� @x�
y � a

� 1 � @x�� a
� 1
�
:(56)

The sam ecom putationalpattern ofthe previoussection

leadsto Eq.(55)with �
�

k
given by

�
�

k
=
a� 1

2

�
a
� 1
+ + a

� 1
�

�
; (57)

and

a
2

eff
= a

p
a+ a� ; (58)

y
2 =

a+ + a�

2
p
a+ a�

: (59)

In thiscasethere isonly a partialsm earing ofthe prod-

uctofscale factorsand one m ightguessthatthe result-

ing noncom m utative phenom enology would be less pro-

nounced than thatofBH m odel.In the UV lim ititwill

turn out that,within a given variation ofthe noncom -

m utative param eterand in som e region in the space of

param eters,the rangeofthe quantity j�s(�)� �s(T)jis

slightly sm allerthan in the BH m odelbutalwaysofthe

sam e order ofm agnitude. In the infrared region,how-

ever,the two m odels are alm ost undistinguishable;see

Sec.V.
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C . Four-dim ensionale�ective actions and

am plitudes

W hen going to 3+ 1 dim ensions,them easurez2k ofthe

integralwillcontain the nonlocale�ectcom ing from the

SSUR:

S � V

Z

k< k0

d~�d3k
1

2
z
2

k

�
�0
� k�

0
k � k

2�� k�k

�
: (60)

Here we willconsidertwo classesofm odels. In the �rst

one,we suppose the totalm easure to be given by the

productofthe noncom m utative (1+ 1)-m easure and the

com m utativeone:

zk = zy; (61)

then,aswearegoing to show in a m om ent,

� =
a2
eff

a2y
(class1): (62)

Thesem odels,in which theFRW 2-sphereisfactoredout,

willbe dubbed as\1." Anotherinteresting prescription

consistsin replacing the com m utative scale factorin zk
with the e�ective one;then,ay ! aeff,

zk = z
aeff

a
; (63)

and

� =
aeff

a
(class2); (64)

m odelswith this� willbe nam ed \2."

Letusnow look atcosm ologicalperturbationscom ing

from an in
ationaryeraand assum e,asitisthecase,that

� is a generic perturbation satisfying the action (60).

The spectralam plitude com ing from the k-th m ode of

the perturbation is

A
2 �

2k3

25�2



j�kj

2
���
�
�

; (65)

where angle brackets denote the vacuum expectation

value and the expression is evaluated at the reference

tim e ~�� to be discussed in a while.Via a changeofvari-

able,

uk = � zk�k ; (66)

the action (60)givesthe M ukhanov equation

u
00
k +

�

k
2 �

z00k

zk

�

uk = 0: (67)

Noting thatd~�=d� = (a=aeff)
2,wegettheusefulrelation

~� �
� 1

aH

�
a

aeff

� 2

; (68)

in the lowest SR approxim ation. Ifthe SR param eters

aresm all,then theyareconstanttoleadingorderbecause

theirderivativesare higherorder. Itisthen possible to

solve the M ukhanov equation with exactly constantSR

param etersand perturb theobtained solution.Such cos-

m ologicalsolutionsdo existand can be constructed in a

variety ofsituations;am ong them ,a particularly im por-

tantone ispower-law in
ation,which we willuse when

considering the infrared region ofthe spectrum . There-

fore,

1

zk

d2zk

d~�2
�

�
aeff

a

�4 1

z

d2z

d�2
=

�
aeff

a

�4 �2 � 1=4

�2
�
�2 � 1=4

~�2
;

(69)

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

of this equation is the sam e as that of the com m uta-

tive case,nam ely jukj/ (� ~�)1=2H
(1)
� (� k~�),where H

(1)
�

is the Hankelfunction ofthe �rst kind oforder �. In

the long wavelength lim itk=(aH )! 0,when the m ode

with com ovingwavenum berk iswelloutsidethehorizon,

theappropriately norm alized solution becom es,from Eq.

(68),

jukj
2 =

1

2k

�
� 1

k~�

� 2

=
1

2k

�
aH

k

� 2 �
aeff

a

�4
; (70)

�nally,one gets Eq. (33) by inserting either de�nition

(61)or(63)in Eq.(65).

G iven anoncom m utativebranein acom m utativebulk,

the nonlocal sm earing will only a�ect the pure four-

dim ensionalpartofthegraviton-zero-m odeaction,while

leaving the pure transversalnorm alization unchanged;

from the discussion in Sec. II, it is then clear that

the noncom m utative tensor spectralam plitude willbe

A 2
t = A

(c)2

t �2 / �20(yb)A
2

t(4D )
. Therefore,for the gravi-

tationalspectrum ,� denotesthe coe�cientfunctionsof

thenoncom m utative4D polarization tensorh
(0)
�� (� x)and

z isgiven by Eq.(28).

In the case ofthe in
aton �eld,� = R is the curva-

ture perturbation on com oving hypersurfaces,generated

by quantum 
uctuationsofthe�eld �lling theearly Uni-

verse.

Theaction and M ukhanov equation fora perturbation

generated by a tachyon �eld hasan additionalfactorin

front ofk2 in Eqs. (60) and (67),nam ely the speed of

sound for the perturbation: k2 ! c2Sk
2 [66,67]. Since

theSSUR doesnota�ectproductsofhom ogeneousquan-

tities,the noncom m utative generalization ofthe tachy-

onic scalaram plitude is straightforward [68]. Now,one

m ay ask how the inhom ogeneousversion ofthe original

Born-Infeld action (5)ism odi�ed when inserting the *-

products.Letusrecallthatnoncom m utativity naturally

arises in string theory when a Neveu-Schwarz{Neveu-

Schwarz(NS-NS)B -�eld isswitched on in thelow-energy

tree-levelaction.However,thisresultsin a linearization

ofthe tachyonic action and,on the other hand,a large

noncom m utativeparam eterm aytriggerbranedecaypro-

cesses[69];therefore,thesim plenoncom m utativeversion

ofthe cosm ologicaltachyon m ightseem too na�ive.
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Anyhow,tachyon scenariosare notnew to counterin-

tuitive behaviors. In the slow-rollapproxim ation,� /
_T 2 � 1,theaction (5)can belinearized and therescaled

�eld � =
p
V T behaveslikean ordinary scalar;neverthe-

less,thetheoreticalprediction encoded in theconsistency

relationsisdi�erentwith respectto thatofthe genuine

scalar scenario [see Eqs. (38) and (39)]. Here, som e-

thing sim ilarhappens,im agining to turn on and increase

theB -�eld sm oothly,and the�nalresultdi�ersfrom the

scalarcaseindeed.

M oreover,thestringy linearization isa featureofreal-

ization (46)ratherthan (44)and theform erm aygiverise

to a di�erentcosm ologicalm odelin which FRW isotropy

is not preserved [57];also,a priori it would be highly

nontrivialto construct a Lorentz-violating cosm ological

brane m odel(in fact,in the case ofa de Sitter brane,

m axim alsym m etry is crucialfor coordinate-separating

the graviton waveequation [25,55]).

To further understand the di�culties lying in a full

im plem entation ofnoncom m utativestring theory in cos-

m ology,it is im portant to stress that allthat has been

said aboutthealgebra(46)(i.e.instabilityand cosm olog-

icalscenarios)istrue 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 ofrealization (44),

it m ay be di�cult to achieve a coherent, well-de�ned

theory. In fact, in the Seiberg-W itten lim it reproduc-

ing the noncom m utative geom etry,��� and �0B �� are

kept�xed while B �� ! 1 and the Regge slope �0 ! 0.

LetE i = B 0i be the electric partofthe NS 2-form and

assum e E = jE ij6= 0. Then,while the B -�eld goes to

in�nity and approachesthe criticalvalueE cr = (2�0)� 1,

aclassicalinstability developsand therateofopen string

pairproduction diverges[70];heuristically,the string is

tore apart by the increasing electric �eld strength. For

thesereasonsweregard algebra(44)asthestartingpoint

ofthecosm ologicalsetup ratherthen theultim ateprod-

uctofsom e high-energy theory,forthe m om entleaving

the detailsofthe latteraside.

D . T he U V region

In ordertocorrectlyevaluatetheperturbation spectra,

one m ustdeterm ine the tim e ~�0 when the k-th m ode is

generated and,later,when itcrossestheHubblehorizon.

Because ofthe m om entum cuto� (49),the analysis for

the noncom m utative case m ustbe conducted separately

in the m ildly and strongly noncom m utativeregions.

From the very beginning,one can de�ne the tim e ~��
when a perturbation with wave num ber k crosses the

horizon by the form ula k� � k(~��)= a(~��)H (~��). This

relation provides an operative de�nition ofthe num ber

ofe-foldings (k / H expN ) and the tim e variation of

k,Eq. (26). O fcourse,this is valid for any cosm ology

in which tim e de�nitions have zero uncertainty,thatis,

for com m utative cosm ologies and noncom m utative cos-

m ologiesin the range farfrom the upperbound (49),in

the so-called ultravioletregion,where k� � k0. In fact,

the tim e ofhorizon crossing is di�erent from its com -

m utative counterpart ~�c,since ~�c < ~�� and the crossing

m ode is delayed [5]. In [14]this e�ect is quanti�ed as

kc=k� = exp[� (~�� � ~�c)].

O n thecontrary,onem ightde�nethehorizon crossing

through the z function as

k
2

� =
z00
k

zk
� 2(aH )2 ; (71)

and getan extra factorof2;due to the structure ofthe

M ukhanov equation,thisapproach would bevalid in any

case,let it be the com m utative or the noncom m utative

one.

In the UV region,the cosm ologicalenergy scale when

the perturbation is generated is m uch sm aller than the

stringy scale,H (~� > ~�0)� H (~�0)� M s,and noncom m u-

tativee�ectsaresoft;thus,thesm eared versionsa� ofa

can be approxim ated by a since

kl
2

s � �� (UV region); (72)

from Eq.(42).Itisconvenientto de�nethenoncom m u-

tativeparam eter

� �

�
kH

aM 2
s

� 2

; (73)

whosetim e derivativeis

_� = � 4H �� : (74)

Note that this relation states that� is alm ostconstant

in a rapidly accelerating background, regardless of its

m agnitude. The analogy with the evolution equations

ofthe SR tower,e.g.,Eq. (12),suggested the authors

of[13,14]treat � as a sort ofSR param eter,keeping

allthe param eters at the sam e truncation levelin the

expressionsofthe UV observables.

Athorizon crossing,

�� = �j
k=

p
2aH

= 2

�
H

M s

� 4

; (75)

and Eq. (74) is valid for ��,too. The ultraviolet re-

gion isby de�nition the region in which H =M s � 1;2 it

ischaracterized by long wavelength perturbationsgener-

ated insidetheHubbleradiusand,in acosm icm icrowave

background (CM B)spectrum ,this would correspond to

theportion oftheSachs-W olfe(in
ationary)plateau with

not-too-sm allsphericalm odes,10<� l<� 100.

In thecom m utativecase,touseonepivotscaleinstead

oftheotheram ountstodi�erentnext-to-lowest-orderex-

pansionsin theSR param eters;the4D consistency equa-

tions are thus una�ected,since the introduction ofthe

2 W ithout risk ofconfusion,we willcontinue to use the sym bol�

to indicatetheratio H =M s when discussing theU V lim it(� � 1)

ofspectralquantities.
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optim ized pivotscale(71)resultsin a rescaled coe�cient

C ! C + ln
p
2 and thisoneisnotpresentin them (see,

e.g.,[14]and referencestherein fordetails). Thisisalso

true in the RS scenario [71]as wellas in generalpatch

cosm ology [72].

In the noncom m utative case,the change ofthe pivot

scaledoublesthe m agnitude ofthe param eter(75).The

resultingm odelswilldisplaythesam etheoreticalfeatures

ofthe k = aH m odels,but shifted backward along the

energy scale determ ined by the ratio H =M s. O bserva-

tionalconstraintsshould take the rescaling ofthe string

m assinto account,when changing the pivotscale.

In the lim it(72),we can Taylorexpand the scale fac-

tors a� around � for sm allk. To �rst order in the SR

param eters and to allorders in �,the nonlocaldepen-

dence ofthe scalefactoris

a(� � kl
2

s) = a(�)f1�
p
� + [�

p
�

� (1�
p
�)ln(1�

p
�)]�g+ O (�2);

(76)

where the factorin frontof� com esfrom a serieswhose

radius ofconvergence is � � 1. M ore precisely,when

�� � 1 then H =M s
<
� 0:8:Since we are interested in

lowest-SR-orderam plitudes,wecan neglecttheSR tower

and �nd

a� � (1�
p
�)a: (77)

The concrete procedure to com pute the spectralam pli-

tudeswillbe to usethe horizon crossing form ula (71)at

~�� in theUV region,and thesaturation tim e ~�0 in theIR

region.In [5]and otherpaperstheseinstantsaredubbed

~�k and ~�0k,respectively,to highlightthe dependence on

the wavenum ber.

E. B H m odelIR region

In the IR region things are quite di�erent: the wave

m odesaregenerated outsidethe horizon and,sincethey

are frozen untilthey crossthe horizon,theirm agnitude

depends on the tim e when they were generated. This

correspondstothe(k-dependent)tim e~�0 when theSSUR

is saturated,k(~�0) = k0(~�0),and quantum 
uctuations

startoutwith theirvacuum am plitude.Thee�ectiveand

sm eared scale factorsm ustbe evaluated atthisinstant;

the expansion (77) is no longer valid since H � M s in

theinfrared.To proceed onecan explicitly usetheexact

solution around which the equation of m otion for the

perturbation hasbeen expanded.Thepower-law solution

correspondsto a constantindex w,when thescalefactor

isa(�)= �0�
n=(n+ 1),and H = n�0�

� 1=(n+ 1)=(n+ 1).For

an exponentialscalefactor(deSitterexpansion,n ! 1 ),

a(�)= H �,in accordancewith Eq.(42).From equations

(49)and (52),

�0 = kl
2

s

p
1+ � ; (78)

where�0 = �(~�0)and

� �

�
2

��

� 1=2

=

�
M s

H

� 2

: (79)

In the infrared region,

kl
2

s � �0 (IR region); (80)

and

a = H kl
2

s

p
1+ � ; (81)

a� = H kl
2

s

�p
1+ � � 1

�

; (82)

where evaluation at�0 isunderstood. W hen � � 1,we

recoverthe UV orquasicom m utative region since kl2s �

�0 � ��.Actually,theUV and IR spectra m ay bejoined

together in an interm ediate region,as it was shown in

[10];in particular,see their Eq. (12),corresponding in

the de Sitterlim itto �2 � �(1� 3
p
��=2). W e willnot

be able to recover this spectrum within our form alism ;

however,we willdescribe otherhybrid regim esby using

the m ethods adopted in the IR region (2 � l<� 10)for

� � 1.Forfuture reference,note that

_� = 2�H � : (83)

F. N ew m odelIR region

In the \New" m odel,the e�ective scalefactorisgiven

by Eq.(58).From Eq.(49),

�0 = kl
2

s

p
1+ 
 ; (84)

where


 �
1

2

�p
1+ 4�2 � 1

�

: (85)

W ith this de�nition,the new expressions for a and a�

areidenticalto Eqs.(81)and (82),with � replaced by 
.

Equation (83)isreplaced by

_
 =
4
(
 + 1)

1+ 2

H � : (86)

In the farIR region,
 � �2 � 1,while in the UV lim it


 � � � 1.

W ithout further justi�cations, the IR region of the

spectrum ,H � M s,m ay be notvery satisfactory from

a string-theoreticalpoint ofview,both because we are

above the fundam ental energy scale3 and due to the

above-m entioned classicalinstabilities. As it is done in

m any other occasions in early-Universe cosm ology, we

willturn a blind eyeto thispointand seek whatarethe

observationalconsequencesofthe extrem eregim e ofthe

presentnoncom m utativem odels.

3 H owever,the space-m om entum stringy uncertainty relation,im -

plying �x p � ls,isnot a universalproperty ofthe theory.
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IV . N O N C O M M U TA T IV E ZO O LO G Y

W e are ready to collectallthe m achineriesdeveloped

so farand inspectthe noncom m utativem odelsathand.

A . B H 1

In the BH1 case,

�2 =
2(a+ a� )

3

a4(a2+ + a2� )
: (87)

In the UV region,

�2 =
(1� ��)

3

1+ ��
; (88a)

� =
8��(2+ ��)

1� �2�
; (88b)

�� =
8(�2� + �� + 1)

(2+ ��)(1� �2�)
: (88c)

For � � 1 one recovers the nearly com m utative, �-

expanded behavior4

�2 � 1� 4�� ; (89a)

� � 16�� ; (89b)

�� � 4: (89c)

In the IR region,

�2 =
�3

(2+ �)(1+ �)2
; (90a)

� =
4(2� + 3)

(2+ �)(1+ �)
; (90b)

�� =
2�(2�2 + 6� + 5)

(3+ 2�)(2+ �)(1+ �)
: (90c)

In the com m utative lim it(� � 1),�2 � 1,while in the

stronglynoncom m utativeregim e(� � 1),�2 � �3=2and

� � 6� 5�,in agreem entwith [10].5

B . B H 2

From equations(52)and (64),

�2 =
a+ a�

a2
: (91)

4 Throughout the paper we willkeep only the leading-order term

in the approxim ated �� since there is a � factor in front ofit in

Eqs.(38)and (39).
5 Eqs.(44){(47)of[5]are notcorrect,due to a m issing powerofy

in theinserted z2
k
;in Eqs.(23){(25)of[10]thecorrectam plitude

isrecovered.

In the UV,

�2 = 1� �� ; (92a)

� =
4��

1� ��
; (92b)

�� =
4

1� ��
: (92c)

For� � 1,� � 4�� and �� � 4.In the IR,

�2 =
�

� + 1
; (93a)

� =
2

� + 1
; (93b)

�� =
2�

� + 1
: (93c)

W hen � � 1,� � 2(1� �).

C . N ew 1

Thecorrection to the com m utativeam plitude reads

�2 =
2(a+ a� )

3=2

a2(a+ + a� )
: (94)

In the UV region,

�2 = (1� ��)
3=2

; (95a)

� =
6��

1� ��
; (95b)

�� =
4

1� ��
: (95c)

In the IR lim it,

�2 =

�



1+ 


� 3=2

; (96a)

� =
6

1+ 2

; (96b)

�� =
8
(
 + 1)

(1+ 2
)2
: (96c)

In the strongly non-com m utative lim it (
 � 1),�2 =


3=2 and � = 6+ O (�2).

D . N ew 2

From Eqs.(58)and (64),

�2 =

p
a+ a�

a
: (97)

TheUV lim itgives

�2 =
p
1� �� ; (98a)

� =
2��

1� ��
; (98b)

�� =
4

1� ��
: (98c)
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In the IR region,

�2 =

�




 + 1

� 1=2

; (99a)

� =
2

1+ 2

; (99b)

�� =
8
(
 + 1)

(1+ 2
)2
: (99c)

For
 � 1,� = 2+ O (�2).

V . D ISC U SSIO N

To sum m arize,we can com pare the considered m od-

els in the perturbative lim its,that is,the UV com m u-

tative lim it (� � 1) and the IR noncom m utative lim it

(� �
p

 � 1).Trivially,in the nonperturbativeorcom -

m utativeIR region (� � 
 � 1),a � a� and onerecovers

the standard spectrum ,�2 = 1 and � = 0;also,by con-

struction,the noncom m utativeUV region isill-de�ned.

In general,wecan write the UV com m utativelim itof

the relevantquantitiesas

�2 � 1� b�� ; (100a)

� � 4b�� ; (100b)

�� � 4; (100c)

where b is a constant. As anticipated,the structure of

theIR am plitudesalso perm itsa perturbativeexpansion

around 1=�; in this case,spectralam plitudes are eval-

uated at k <
� k0 via the power-law solution. The IR

com m utativelim itisthen

�2 � 1� b
p
��=2; (101a)

� � 2b
p
��=2; (101b)

�� � 2; (101c)

from the previous discussions,it is naturalto interpret

thisasan interm ediatem om entum region atthe edgeof

the UV regim e,around � <
� 1 where Eq. (77)ceasesto

be valid,and corresponding to perturbations generated

across the Hubble horizon. In fact, what one does is

hitthisregion starting from thelow-m om entum IR side.

Theabove-m entioned junction spectrum of[10]islocated

som ewherecloserto the infrared.

Table II shows that all the m odels display sim ilar

asym ptoticlim itstoward di�erentnum ericalcoe�cients,

the BH onesbeing largerthan the New ones;the coe�-

cientofBH1is4tim esthatofm odel2within each region

(UV or IR),while this ratio is reduced to b1=b2 = 3 in

the New m odel. Thus,there is less di�erence between

m odelNew1 and m odelNew2 with respect to that oc-

curring between BH1 and BH2,further con�rm ing that

the\half-sm earing"ofthenew scenariosom ehow softens

noncom m utativee�ects.

The interm ediate spectrum (101) breaks down when

�2 < 0,thatiswhen H =M s > 0.5 (BH1),0.8 (New1),1

TABLE II:Thecom m utative lim it,to lowestorderin � � 1.

M odel b(com m utative lim it)

BH1 4

BH2 1

New1 3/2

New2 1/2

(BH2)and 1.4(New2);thereforeEq.(101)welldescribes

class2 m odelsattheUV boundary � <� 1 while itisnot

particularly reliableforclass1 m odels.

In the deep UV or com m utative lim it,the linear ap-

proxim ation (100)properly encodesallthe phenom enol-

ogy ofthe m odels;however,the exactnoncom m utative

am plitudebetterdescribesthebehaviorofthecosm olog-

icalobservables in the fullspan ofthe UV region. To

see this,let us com pare the function �, governing the

energy dependence ofthe spectralindex (35),with its

approxim ated version �appr given by Eq.(100b);weplot

the quantity (� � �appr)=� forthe UV m odelsin Fig.1.

The BH2,New1 and New2 m odelsdisplay the sam e lin-

ear trend in ��,while the BH1 curve is a little below

the bisector;the approxim ation error is up to 50% for

�� <� 0:5,correspondig to H =M s
<
� 0:7,and goesbelow

10% when H =M s
<
� 0:5.An analogoustreatm entofEqs.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Μ*

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

DΣ
�������
Σ

FIG .1: Therelativeapproxim ation error(�� �appr)=� vs��
in theUV sector.The thin line isforBH1,thethick line isa

superposition ofBH2,New1 and New2.

(38) and (39) shows that the di�erence between the �-

exactand theapproxim ated scalarrunning m ay beeven

greaterthan the W M AP experim entalerrorforthisob-

servable,�s� �s;appr >� 10� 2,forany� and suitablevalues

forns and r in the allowed range.Therefore,thefollow-

ing analysishasbeen conducted with the fullnonlinear

am plitude.

Table III reports the noncom m utative high-energy

lim it in the IR region. In particular,the spectralam -

plitudeofNew1 istwicetheam plitudeofBH1;however,

within each class (1 and 2) a unique set ofconsistency

relationsisgenerated.In theperturbativenoncom m uta-

tivelim it,� � 1,theIR version of(� � �appr)=� isshown
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in Fig.2.Therelativeapproxim ation errorisup to 20%

forthe BH m odelsand �<� 0:5,whileitisup to 40% for

the New m odels.The curvesofNew1 and New2 m odels

coincide.

TABLE III:Noncom m utative zoology in the IR high-energy

lim it,to lowestorderin � � 1.

M odel IR noncom m utative lim it

� 2
�

BH1 �
3
=2 6

New1 �
3

6

BH2 � 2

New2 � 2

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
∆

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2

DΣ
�������
Σ

FIG .2: The relative approxim ation error (� � �appr)=� vs

� in the IR sector. The thin solid line is for BH1,the thin

dashed lineisforBH2 and thethick lineisa superposition of

New1 and New2.

In standard cosm ology,the consistency equation re-

lating the tensor index nt and r is adopted in order to

reducethespaceofparam eters.Untilnow,thishasbeen

done only forthe 4D and RS cases,both displaying the

sam e 4D degenerate version ofEq. (40). The function

� contains a new theoreticalparam eter,the string en-

ergy scaleM s,which enlargesthestandard spaceofcos-

m ologicalvariables. In principle,this m ight pose som e

problem sifonewanted a reasonably stringentconstraint

on the observables,facing an uncertainty sim ilarto that

one getswhen keeping nt un�xed [73]. In the UV com -

m utative region � � 1,however,one can use the known

resultsforthe 4D and RS likelihood analysisin orderto

com pare the consistency equationsin the allowed range

[74]. Forthe G auss-Bonnetcase one should rely on the

resultsfound in [25,75].

The IR noncom m utative lim it is easier to dealwith

since the asym ptotic form ofEq. (40)isindependentof

thestringscale,asitisshown in TableIV.Som efeatures

areparticularly interesting:(1)The infrared RS-2 m od-

els are the only ones with a negative tensor tilt,other

noncom m utative realizations giving a tilt sign opposite

to that ofthe com m utative case; (2) 4D class 2 m od-

elspredictan exactly scale-invarianttensorspectrum to

lowestorderin SR,setting nt � O (�2);(3)The highest

proportionalitycoe�cientisprovided byG B class1m od-

els,allowingagreatertiltgiven thesam etensor-to-scalar

ratio.

TABLE IV:The consistency equation (40) in the com m uta-

tive UV and noncom m utative IR lim it.

(Non)com m utative nt=r

m odels G B R S 4D

Com m utative UV (� = 0) � 1 � 2 � 2

Class1 IR (� = 6) 5 2 4

Class2 IR (� = 2) 1 � 2

3
0

Although there are 3 � 24 = 48 m odels at hand and

a great am ount ofinform ation to dealwith,som e pre-

lim inary considerations willperm it us to sim plify such

an intricate taxonom y and draw theoretical curves in

a reasonable region in the ns � r plane. Let us �rst

com pare the BH scenario with the New one and de-

�ne j�j � (�B H + �N ew )=2 and � � (�B H � �N ew )=j�j.

Figure 3(a) shows that in the com m utative region BH

and New m odelsareconsiderably di�erent,being � U V

1 =

2(��+ 5)=(7��+ 5)� 10=11when �� ! 0and � U V

2 = 2=3.

In the lim it �� ! 1,� U V

1 ! � U V

2 ;this isa spuriousef-

fect due to the breaking ofthe Taylor expansion (77),

as one can see by considering the com m utative lim it of

the IR spectra in Fig. 3(b). In fact,� IR

1 6= � IR

2 when

� !
p
2 and,asexpected,� IR

1 ! 10=11 and � IR

2 ! 2=3

when � ! 1 . Allthis is in accordance with TableII.

However,in the IR noncom m utative lim itthere islittle

di�erencebetween BH and New m odels,being � <
� 10% .

Therefore,wewillonly show theresultsofNew in thein-

frared and skip thealm ostidenticalcounterpartsin BH.

A sim ilar inspection shows that class-1 and class-2

m odels are quantitatively nondegenerate,getting �1 =

3�2 for New and BH-IR,and �1 = 4�2 for BH-UV,in

agreem ent with Tables II and III. Note that these re-

sultsareindependentofthe bulk physics.

Theversatility ofthe patch form alism allowscoupling

itto a noncom m utativebackground in a greatnum berof

ways. For exam ple,a realistic picture ofthe cosm olog-

icalevolution would be to adopt one particular patch

regim e in a tim e interval when a given region of the

(non)com m utative spectrum isgenerated;one m ay then

associate the IR region ofextra-horizon-generated per-

turbations with the early-Universe high-energy period,

when the extra dim ension opensup and the Friedm ann

equation su�erseitherG B and/orRS m odi�cations.The

consequentevolution isG B-IR ! RS-IR/UV ! 4D-UV.

Anotherpossibilityistoconsiderpureenergypatchesand

study thenoncom m utativespectrum in G B,RS,and 4D

separately.

Let us com pare the running of the scalar index of

ordinary-in
aton and tachyon-in
aton �elds,

�� s � �s(�)� �s(T): (102)

Sincethegraphicm aterialisvery abundant,wegivejust
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a selection ofit;the fullsetofbi-and three-dim ensional

�guresofthisand othercom bined analysesareavailable

upon requestto the author. In Fig. 4 the relative run-

ning�� s(ns = 1;r;��)ispresented for4D noncom m uta-

tivem odelsin theultraviolet.Two-dim ensionalslicesare

then displayed in Figs.5 and 6.Figure5 showsthatthe

relative running in Randall-Sundrum is rather m odest;

on the contrary,in G B and 4D noncom m utativity m ay

conspire to biasEq. (102)and,in particular,the scalar

runningabovethecurrentW M AP uncertaintyestim ates,

O (10� 2).Braneworld e�ects,ifany,should becom em ore

apparentin Planck data,for which the forecasted error

isone orderofm agnitude sm aller,�� s � O (10� 3)[76].

In each 2D plotwekeep thecom m utativem odelasa ref-

erence.Notethatto increaseeitherns or� (�� 1� )pushes

�� s toward positive values.Finally,Figs.7 and 8 show

som efeaturesoftheNew scenariosin theinfrared region.

V I. C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

In this paper we have considered several classes of

noncom m utativein
ationary m odelswithin an extended

version ofpatch cosm ologicalbraneworlds,starting from

a m axim ally invariant*-generalization ofthe action for

scalar and tensor perturbations. O bservables and con-

sistency relationsare provided via a SR approxim ation.

The m ain resultsare:

� Class1 and class2 m odelsareappreciably distinct

from each otherin the fullspan ofthe spectrum .

� BH and New m odelsgive alm ostthe sam e predic-

tionsin the IR region ofthe spectrum .

� The relative running (102) is generally m ore pro-

nounced in the G B scenario than in 4D,while in

RS the e�ectislessevident.

� Either increasing ns or going to the com m utative

lim it,H =M s ! 0,the relative running �� s tends

toward positivevalues.

� The consistency relation nt / r,Eq. (40),greatly

di�ersfrom onenoncom m utativem odeltoanother.

These m odelsare farfrom being fully explored. Forin-

stance,one could im pose also the extra dim ension(s)to

benoncom m utativeand extend thealgebra(44)orother

realizationsto the transversedirection(s).A brane with

�nite thickness would em erge because ofthe m inim um

length scalels;in thiscaseouranalysiscould bethought

asperform ed on m ean-valued quantitiesalong thebrane

thickness. Forexam ple,� ! h�i�
R

brane
� dy,p ! hpi,

and so on. The subject requires further attention and

a good starting point m ight be the cosm ologicalthick

branesetup [77,78,79,80,81,82,83,84,85,86].

An interesting possibility isto chooseanothervacuum

state rather than the adiabatic vacuum with which the

perturbationspectrum isusuallycalculated.Thisschem e

hasbeen outlined in [16]and developed in [15,20].

O ther im portant aspects m ight be the subject offu-

ture studies. First,the use ofthe gravitationalversion

ofthefunction z(~�),Eq.(27),would perm itoneto com -

pute next-to-leading-orderexpressionsboth forthe ten-

soram plitude and the consistency equation forthe ten-

sor index [71,72]. Secondly,a num ericalsim ulation of

the CM B spectrum as wellas a likelihood analysis in-

volving the consistency equation (40),or its next-order

version,in the IR lim its ofTable IV are required in or-

derto constrain the spaceofcosm ologicalparam etersin

the low-m om entum region ofthe perturbation spectra.

Third,di�erent analyses would point out other im por-

tant aspects ofthe m odels; one m ay set his/her fancy

free by looking atcrosscom parisonslike in [26]and de-

�negeneralrelativerunnings�� s � �
(�)
s ( )� �

(�
0
)

s ( 0).

Also,stand-aloneanalyseswith explicitin
ationarym od-

els would constrain the in
aton potentialaccording to

thepredictionsforthecosm ologicalobservablesobtained

from the SR expressions for nt,ns,and �s. Allthese

topicsarecurrently underinvestigation.
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