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Cosmic inflation, which describes an accelerated expansion of the early Universe, yields the
most successful predictions regarding temperature anisotropies in the cosmic microwave background
(CMB). Nevertheless, the precise origin of the primordial perturbations and their quantum-toclassical transition is still an open issue. The continuous spontaneous localization model (CSL), in
the cosmological context, might be used to provide a solution to the mentioned puzzles by considering an objective reduction of the inflaton wave function. In this work, we calculate the primordial
power spectrum at the next leading order in the Hubble flow functions that results from applying
the CSL model to slow roll inflation within the semiclassical gravity framework. We employ the
method known as uniform approximation along with a second order expansion in the Hubble flow
functions. We analyze some features in the CMB temperature and primordial power spectra that
could help to distinguish between the standard prediction and our approach.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The most recent observational data obtained from the
Cosmological Microwave Background (CMB) are consistent with the hypothesis that the early Universe underwent an accelerated expansion [1]. The model to describe that epoch, known as inflation, is now considered
as an essential part of the concordance ΛCDM cosmological model. The success of the inflationary scenario
is based on its predictive power to yield the initial conditions for all the observed cosmic structure, which are
commonly referred to as primordial perturbations [2].
In the most simple inflationary model, the origin of
primordial perturbations is substantially related to quantum vacuum fluctuations of the scalar field driving the
accelerated expansion. Here a subtle question arises:
How exactly do these quantum fluctuations become actual (classical) inhomogeneities/anistropies? And in particular, How does the standard inflationary model accounts for the transition from the initially homogeneous
and isotropic quantum state (i.e. the vacuum) into a
state lacking such symmetries? It is fair to say that the
answer to these questions have not been completely settled, and a large amount of literature has been devoted
to this subject [3–13].
The main reason why this debate continues is because
it touches on another controversial issue, i.e. the quantum measurement problem. Specifically, in the standard Copenhagen interpretation of Quantum Mechanics
(QM), it is an essential requirement to define (or identify) an observer who performs a measurement with some
kind of device. However, in the early Universe there are
no such entities, and the measurement problem becomes

exacerbated [3, 6, 14–16].1 One of the first attempts to
deal with the aforementioned issue was by invoking the
decoherence framework [8, 9]. Although, decoherence can
provide a partial understanding of the issue, it does not
fully addresses the problem mainly because decoherence
does not solve the quantum measurement problem [17].
We will not dwell in all the conceptual aspects regarding
the appeal of decoherence during inflation; instead, we
refer the interested reader to Refs. [6, 18] for a more in
depth analysis.
There are many approaches to the subject of Foundations of Quantum Theory and in particular to the quantum measurement problem, but a good method to classify them is provided by the result of [19]. There, one can
find a particularly useful way to state the measurement
problem, which consists in a list of three statements that
cannot be all true at the same time:
A. The physical description given by the quantum
state is complete.
B. Quantum evolution is always unitary.
C. Measurements always yield definite results.
The need to forsake (at least) one of the above forces
one toward a specific conceptual path depending on the
choice one makes. Concretely speaking, forsaking (A)
leads naturally to hidden variable theories, such as de
Broglie-Bohm or “pilot wave” theory [20, 21]. Forsaking
(B), one is naturally led to collapse theories and which for
the cosmological case seem to leave no option but those
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Sometimes it is argued that it is us–humans–who are the observers with our own astronomical observations. This argument
is rebuked, because if that is the case, then the Universe was
homogeneous and isotropic until our astronomers started making observations; however, that is impossible because a Universe
that is homogeneous and isotropic contains no astronomers.
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of the spontaneous kind, such as the Ghirardi-RiminiWeber or Continuous Spontaneous Localization models
[22–24]. The reason is that there is clearly no role for
conscious observers or measuring devices that might be
meaningfully brought to bear to the situation at hand.
Finally, forsaking (C) seems to be the starting point of
approaches such as the Everettian type of interpretations [25]. The latter, again, seem quite difficult to be
suitably implemented in the context at hand, simply because “observers”, “minds”, and such notions, that play
an important role in most attempts to characterize the
world branching structure in those approaches, can only
be accounted for within a Universe in which structure
has already developed, well before the emergence of the
said entities.
All of those approaches have been followed to investigate the generation of primordial perturbations during
inflation [3–5, 7, 10, 12, 26–28]. In the present work,
we will focus on the Continuous Spontaneous Localization (CSL) model applied to the standard slow roll inflationary scenario, and just for notation comfort, from
now on we will refer to this idea as the CSL inflationary
model (CSLIM). Other applications of the CSL model
to cosmology have been analyzed recently, for instance
to account for the late-time accelerated expansion of the
Universe [29, 30].
Several aspects of the CSLIM have been studied before. The first implementation, based on the semiclassical gravity framework2 , was done in [5]. Afterwards,
using observational data it was possible to statistically
constrain the cosmological parameters of the model; also
a Bayesian analysis was performed in order to compare
the model performance within the standard cosmological
model [26].
Moreover, in [32–34], and working in the context of
semiclassical gravity, it was shown that the CSLIM predicts a strong suppression of primordial B-modes, i.e. the
predicted amplitude of the tensor power spectrum is very
small generically (undetectable by current experiments).
Also in [35] it was found that, when enforcing the CSLIM,
the condition for eternal inflation can be bypassed.
One of the main features of the CSLIM is that it modifies the standard primordial power spectrum through a
characteristic k dependence [26]; specifically, the spectrum is of the form P (k) ∝ (k/k )ns −1 C(k), where C(k)
is a new function of the model’s parameters (and k is
the pivot scale). The predicted spectral index ns is given
in terms (as in the traditional approach) of the slow roll
parameters or equivalently in terms of the Hubble flow
functions (HFF). At this point, we introduce the main
motivation for the present work; our purpose is to answer
the question: How can one distinguish the k dependence
introduced by the CSLIM from a “simple” running of the
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It is worthwhile to mention that the CSL model has also been
applied to inflation using the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable, which
quantizes both the metric and inflaton perturbations [3, 4, 7, 31].

spectral index? and Is it possible to use observational
data (recent or future) to answer that question? Here
we remind the reader that the running of the spectral index is traditionally interpreted as an extra k dependence
induced, in the power spectrum, by the spectral index
ns (k). In single field slow roll inflation, one immediately
realizes that an attempt to answer those questions requires first a calculation of the power spectrum at second
order in the HFF within the CSLIM. In the present paper, we present the result and computational details for
such calculation. Furthermore, we perform a comparison between our prediction and the second order power
spectrum given in the traditional approach [36–42]. Also
we perform a preliminary analysis of the observational
consequences for each model. Our calculations made use
of the uniform approximation method [36, 43]; these are
supplemented in two Appendices, where one can also find
our prediction for ns and αs at higher order in the HFF.
We can further motivate the significance of the sought
result in this paper. Recent data from Planck collaboration seem to indicate that a scale dependence of the scalar
spectral index is still allowed by observations [1]. As we
have mentioned, this scale dependence of ns is known
as the running of the spectral index αs . The current
data from Planck indicates that αs = −0.0045 ± 0.0067
at 68% CL and αs = −0.005 ± 0.013 at 95% CL (when
the running of the running of the spectral index is set
to zero). Although these values are consistent with a
zero running, future experiments may detect a non-zero
value of αs . The relevant issue here would be the order
of magnitude of αs .
Let us recall that at the lowest order in the HFF,
the standard prediction from slow roll inflation yields:
ns − 1 = −21 − 2 , r = 161 (known as the tensor-toscalar ratio) and αs = −21 2 − 2 3 , where j denotes the HFF evaluated at the pivot scale; consequently,
αs = (ns − 1 + r/8)(r/8 + 3 ). Furthermore, as more
tight constraints on r are obtained by future collaborations [see e.g. [44]], a plausible scenario could ensue: It
may be the case that r would remain undetected, decreasing the order of magnitude of 1 allowed by the
data. In that case, a conservative estimate for the magnitude of the running would be |αs | ' |ns − 1||r/8 + 3 |.
However, assuming also a detection of the running of order |αs | ' 10−3 , and taking into account that current
data indicate |ns − 1| ' 10−2 , then we would have the
estimate |3 | ' 10−1 . That result can be puzzling for
the traditional slow roll inflationary paradigm, because
one would have |3 | > |2 | > |1 |. In other words, the
so called hierarchy of the HFF [39] would be lost, suggesting a possible inconsistency with the single field slow
roll inflationary model [45]. Note that |αs | ' 10−3 is not
an unrealistic estimate based on the current 1σ,2σ CL
reported by Planck [1] and by future observations [46].
Moreover, a recent theoretical motivated proposal,
known as the Trans-Planckian Censorship Conjecture
(TCC) [47], leads to the prediction of a negligible amplitude of primordial gravitational waves, that is |1 | <
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10−31 [48]. The TCC simply put states that in an expanding Universe sub-Planckian quantum fluctuations
should remain quantum and can never become larger
than the Hubble horizon and classically freeze.3 Furthermore, it has been found [52] that a large value of the
second slow-roll parameter and a small 1 is essentially
preferred not only by the TCC, but also by the so called
“swampland conjecture,” which is more general. While,
we will left for future work how exactly the TCC could
be implemented in the CSLIM, the implications of the
TCC do serve to highlight that it is not quite improbable that predictions and observations in standard slow
roll inflation might face some issues in the future.
The CSLIM also predicts a strong suppression of
primordial gravity waves, but in this case the tensor
modes are generated by second order scalar perturbations
[33, 34]; in fact, an estimate for the tensor-to-scalar ratio
has been obtained in Ref. [33]: r = 10−7 21 . This result
means that in the CSLIM, r is no longer related at the
leading order with ns −1 and αs , which contrasts with the
standard prediction. Moreover, since in the CSLIM the
predicted spectrum has an extra k dependence through
the function C(k), then, in principle, it is possible that
C(k) acts as a “running effect” which does not depend
entirely on αs . As a consequence, the supposed scenario above in the traditional approach, and which would
lead to inconsistencies in the slow roll inflationary model,
might be resolved within the CSLIM. In particular, a
non-detection of r (with tightest constraints) and a sufficiently high detection of a running of the spectral index
could be consistent within our proposed framework, but
the hierarchy of the HFF would not be violated (as would
be the case in the standard approach). These plausible
sequence of events, would also serve to show that the
CSLIM is not “just a philosophically” motivated model
(as sometimes is often dismissed) but that it can have
important observational consequences.
Thus, in the present work, we will make a first step in
that direction, obtaining a prediction for the primordial
spectrum at second order in the HFF. This will allow us
to analyze clearly the dependence on k of the primordial
spectrum, i.e. to single out the contribution given by αs
and C(k) in the predicted form of the power spectrum.
Hopefully, future observations could be used to perform
a full data analysis using the result obtained here.
The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we
present the technical setting that, based on the semiclassical gravity framework, represents an adequate application of the collapse hypothesis to standard slow roll
inflation; this is done at second order in the HFF, also
we show how we can obtain a formula for the primordial
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The TCC serves to address the trans-Planckian problem for cosmological fluctuations [49–51]. In particular, it is conjectured
that the trans-Planckian problem can never arise in a consistent
theory of quantum gravity and that all models which would lead
to such issues are inconsistent and belong to the Swampland.

power spectrum with the previous considerations. In Sec.
III the quantum treatment of inflaton is shown by taking into account the CSL model, the novel feature here,
with respect to previous works, is the second order equations in the HFF. These equations enable us to obtain
the primordial spectrum at the next leading order. In
Sec. IV, we compare the primordial power spectrum obtained in the previous section with the phenomenological
expression from standard inflationary models. Specifically, we plot the primordial power spectrum at second
order for some particular parameterizations of the collapse parameter and compare it with the primordial spectrum preferred by the data, which corresponds to the
standard prediction in slow roll inflation. Moreover, we
present our prediction for the CMB temperature fluctuation spectrum and show that possible differences exist
with respect to the best fit model obtained in traditional
slow roll inflation. The analysis presented in this section
takes into account the inflation parameters As , ns and
αs . Finally, in Sec. V, we summarize the main results of
the paper and present our conclusions.
We have included two appendixes with the aim to provide supplementary material for the reader interested in
all the computational details. Appendix A contains the
technical steps required to solve of the CSL equations
at second order in the HFF, these are based on the uniform approximation method. Employing those results, in
Appendix B we provide the calculations used to obtain
the primordial power spectrum at second order, and we
also include the prediction for the spectral and running
spectral indexes at third and fourth order respectively.
Regarding notation and conventions, we will work with
signature (−, +, +, +) for the metric, and we will use
units where c = ~ = 1 but keep the gravitational constant
G.

II.

THE COLLAPSE PROPOSAL AND THE
PRIMORDIAL POWER SPECTRUM

Before addressing in full detail the main equations of
our model, we present the framework that underlies our
description of the space-time metric and that of the inflaton [6, 53–57]. The proposed model is based on the semiclassical gravity framework, in which gravity is treated
classically and the matter fields are treated quantum mechanically. This approach accepts that gravity is quantum mechanical at the fundamental level, but considers
that the characterization of gravity in terms of the metric
is only meaningful when the space-time can be considered
classical. Therefore, semiclassical gravity can be treated
as an effective description of quantum matter fields living on a classical space-time. Clearly this approach is
very different from the standard inflationary theory, in
which the perturbations of both the metric and the matter fields are treated in quantum mechanical terms. The
framework employed is thus based on semiclassical Ein-
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2 
= −∂φ V,
3H φ̇ 1 −
+
3
6

stein’s equations (EE),
Gab = 8πGhT̂ab i.

(1)

In our approach the initial state of the quantum field is
taken to be the same as the standard one, i.e. the BunchDavies (BD) vacuum. Nonetheless, the self-induced collapse will spontaneously change this initial state into a
final one that does not need to share the symmetries of
the BD vacuum. These symmetries are homogeneity and
isotropy. Consequently, after the collapse, the expectation value hT̂ab i will not have the symmetries of the BD
vacuum, and this will led, through semiclassical EE, to
a geometry that is no longer homogeneous and isotropic
generically. The interested reader can consult Refs. [54–
57]; in those works the formalism of the collapse proposal
within the semiclassical gravity framework has been developed. In the present paper, we will only make use of
the most relevant equations.

A.

As in standard slow roll inflationary models, we consider the action of a single scalar field, minimally coupled
to gravity, with an appropriate potential:


Z
√
1
1
S[φ, gab ] = d4 x −g
R[g]− ∇a φ∇b φg ab −V [φ] .
16πG
2
(2)
The background metric is described by a flat FRW spacetime, with a(t) the scale factor. Meanwhile the matter
sector can be modeled by a scalar field which can be
decomposed into a homogeneous part plus “small” perturbations φ(x, t) = φ0 (t) + δφ(x, t).
In order to describe slow roll (SR) inflation, it is convenient to introduce the Hubble flow functions i (HFF)
[41], these are defined as
d ln n
,
dN

0 ≡

Hini
,
H

(3)

where N ≡ ln(a/aini ) is the number of e-folds from the
beginning of inflation; H ≡ ȧ/a the Hubble parameter
and the dot denotes derivative respect to cosmic time t.
Inflation occurs if 1 < 1 and the slow roll approximation assumes that all these parameters are small during
inflation |n |  1. Additionally, since dN = Hdt, it is
straightforward to obtain another useful expression for
the HFF, i.e.
˙n = Hn n+1 .

V
,
MP2 (3 − 1 )

where Φ and Ψ are scalar fields, and i, j = 1, 2, 3. Einstein’s equations (EE) at first order in the perturbations,
δG00 = 8πGδT00 , δG0i = 8πGδTi0 and δGij = 8πGδTji , are
given respectively by

∂i (HΦ + Ψ0 ) = 4πG∂i (φ00 δφ),

(5)

(9)

1
[Ψ00 + H(2Ψ + Φ)0 + (2H0 + H2 )Φ + ∇2 (Φ − Ψ)]δji
2
1
2
i
− ∂ i ∂j (Φ − Ψ) = 4πG[φ00 δφ0 − φ02
0 Φ − ∂φ V a δφ]δj .
2
(10)
Equation (10) with components i 6= j lead to Ψ = Φ,
from now on we will use this result and refer to Ψ as the
Newtonian potential. Furthermore, in the longitudinal
gauge Ψ represents the curvature perturbation (i.e. the
intrinsic spatial curvature on hypersurfaces on constant
conformal time for a flat Universe). Subtracting Eq. (8)
from (10), together with (9) and the motion equation
for the homogeneous part of the scalar field a2 ∂φ V =
−φ000 − 2Hφ00 , one obtains




φ000
Hφ000
00
2
0
0
Ψ −∇ Ψ+2 H− 0 Ψ +2 H − 0
Ψ = 0.
φ0
φ0
(11)
Regarding notation, primes denote derivative with respect to conformal time η, and H ≡ a0 /a.
Switching to Fourier’s space4 , in the super-Hubble
limit kη → 0, the solution to the above differential equation is
Ψk (η) = CG (k)[1 + (21 + 1 2 )] + O(3 ),

(4)

In terms of the first two HFF, the dynamical equations
for the homogeneous part of the model can be expressed
as
H2 =

where MP2 ≡ 1/(8πG) is the reduced Planck’s mass. The
previous equations are exact.
Let us now focus on the perturbations part of the
theory. We start by switching to conformal coordinates; thus, the components of the background metric
(0)
are gµν = a(η)ηµν , with η the conformal cosmological
time; ηµν the components of the Minkowskian metric.
We choose to work in the longitudinal gauge; in such
a gauge, and focusing on the scalar perturbations at first
order, the line element associated to the metric is:


ds2 = a2 (η) −(1 + 2Φ)dη 2 + (1 − 2Ψ)δij dxi dxj , (7)

0
0
2
∇2 Ψ − 3H(HΦ + Ψ0 ) = 4πG[−φ02
0 Φ + φ0 δφ + ∂φ V a δφ],
(8)

Classical description of the perturbations

n+1 ≡

(6)

4

We define the Fourier transform of a function f (x, η) as
Z
1
f (x, η) =
d3 k eik·x fk (η)
3/2
(2π)
R3

(12)
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where CG (k) is a constant fixed by the initial conditions.
Also note that solution (12) is approximately constant.
From (12) and (4), it follows that Ψ0k is order 2 at the
lowest order in the HFF. In particular, we have that Ψ0k =
CG (k)1 2 H + O(3 ); hence we approximate
Ψ0k H−1 ' 2 Ψk .

(13)

This will be a useful result in the following, however note
that the approximation breakdowns at order 3 or higher
in n .
The collapse of the inflaton’s wave function, which is
governed by the CSL mechanism, is the process that generates the curvature perturbations. We will be more specific in the next section, but for now let assume that the
CSL process simply changes randomly the initial state of
the field to a different one. This mechanism can be implemented in the early Universe using the semiclassical
gravity framework. The semiclassical EE at linear order
in the perturbations read δGab = 8πGhδ T̂ab i.
Therefore, the semiclassical version of Eq. (9) in
ˆ i
Fourier’s space, ki (Ψk + H−1 Ψ0k ) = 4πGki H−1 φ00 hδφ
k
together with (13), yields
ˆ i,
Ψk + 2 Ψk ' 4πGH−1 φ00 hδφ
k

(14)

note that (13) comes from solving (11), that is equations
δG00 = 8πGδT00 , δG0i = 8πGδTi0 and δGij = 8πGδTji have
been combined to solve for Ψk .
We can rewrite Eq. (14) in terms of the HFF only.
Taking the derivative of Eq. (5) with respect to t and
combining it with: Eq. (6), the defintion 1 = −Ḣ/H 2
and ˙1 = H1 2 ; we can find that φ̇20 = MP2 H 2 21 or
equivalently in conformal coordinates
2 2
φ02
0 = MP H 21 ,

(15)

that relation is exact. Finally, substituting Eq. (15) into
(14) leads to the following main equation for the metric
perturbation:
r
ˆ i
1
1 hδφ
k
Ψk '
,
(16)
MP
2 (1 + 2 )
the approximation is valid up to order 2 in n .
This is the main result of the present subsection. Equation (16) indicates that when the state is the vacuum, one
ˆ |0i = 0, i.e. there are no perturbations at any
has h0|δφ
k
scale k; thus Ψk = 0. It is only after the collapse has
taken place |0i → |Ξi, that the expectation value satisˆ i =
fies hδφ
0, and thus giving birth to the primordial
k 6
perturbations.
B.

The scalar power spectrum

In this subsection, we want to find an expression for
the scalar power spectrum in terms of the metric perturbation equation (16). We begin by recalling a well-known

quantity defined as

R≡Ψ+

2ρ
3



H−1 Ψ0 + Ψ
ρ+P


,

(17)

where ρ and P are the energy and pressure densities associated to the type of matter driving the expansion of the
Universe. The importance of the quantity R is that, for
adiabatic perturbations, it is conserved for super-Hubble
scales, irrespective of the cosmological epoch one is considering. The type of cosmological epoch is characterized
by the equation of state P = ωρ. For a matter dominated epoch ω ' 0, and for a radiation dominated epoch
ω ' 1/3. The Newtonian potential Ψ, is also a conserved quantity for super-Hubble scales, but its amplitude changes between epoch transitions; on the contrary,
the amplitude of R does not change during the transitions. The amplitude variation of Ψ during the transition from radiation to matter dominated epoch is not
very significant, |Ψmatt. | ' (9/10)|Ψrad. |. Nevertheless,
the amplitude variation between inflation and radiation
era does changes significantly; let us see this explicitly.
2
2
2 2
During inflation ρ + P = φ02
0 /a = MP H 21 /a , and
2
2
because of Friedmann’s equation H = a ρ/3MP2 , we
have
R=Ψ+


1
H−1 Ψ0 + Ψ .
1

(18)

The above equation is exact. However, using approximation (13) for the Fourier components results in
Rk '

Ψk
(1 + 1 + 2 ).
1

(19)

On the other hand, during the radiation dominated
epoch Rk = (3/2)Ψrad.
k . Since R is a conserved quantity,
hence, we can obtain the change in the amplitude of the
Newtonian potential from the inflationary epoch to the
radiation dominated epoch,
|Ψrad.
k |=

2(1 + 1 + 2 )
|Ψk |.
31

(20)

Thus, in the radiation epoch, the amplitude of the Newtonian potential during inflation is amplified by a factor
of 1/1 .
Another important aspect of the quantity R is that in
the comoving gauge, it represents the curvature perturbation. In fact, the primordial power spectrum usually
shown in the literature is associated to R. The scalar
power spectrum (associated to the curvature perturbation in the comoving gauge) in Fourier space is defined
as
Rk R∗q ≡

2π 2
Ps (k)δ(k − q),
k3

(21)

where Ps (k) is the dimensionless power spectrum. The
bar appearing in (21) denotes an ensemble average over
possible realizations of the stochastic field Rk . In the
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CSLIM each realization will be associated to a particular
realization of the stochastic process characterizing the
collapse process.
On the other hand, our main equation from the last
subsection (16), was obtained in the longitudinal gauge.
Fortunately, Eq. (17) relates Ψ and R exactly; in other
words, we can compute the curvature perturbation in the
longitudinal gauge using the CSLIM, and then switch to
the comoving gauge in order to compare the primordial
spectrum obtained in our model with the standard one.
Furthermore, during inflation, we can use approximation
(19) to compute the scalar power spectrum, associated
to Rk , that results from our main equation (16). This is,
Rk R∗q =

1 (1 + 1 + 2 )2 ˆ
ˆ i∗ .
hδφk ihδφ
q
2MP2 1 (1 + 2 )2

(22)

Therefore, we can identify the scalar power spectrum
as
k3
(1 + 1 + 2 )2 ˆ
ˆ i∗ .
hδφk ihδφ
q
4π 2 MP2 1 (1 + 2 )2
(23)
∗
ˆ
ˆ
The quantity hδφk ihδφq i , must be evaluated in the
super-Hubble regime kη → 0. In the next section, we
will focus on that quantity.
Ps (k)δ(k − q) =

III. QUANTUM TREATMENT OF THE
PERTURBATIONS: THE CSL APPROACH

We now proceed to describe the quantum theory of the
perturbations. Our treatment is based on the QFT of
δφ(x, η) in a curved background described by a quasi–de
Sitter spacetime. Expanding the action (2) up to second order in the perturbations, one can find the action
associated to the matter perturbations. Given that we
are working within the semiclassical gravity framework,
we are only interested in quantize the matter degrees of
freedom. Introducing the rescaled field
variable y = aδφ,
R
the second order action is δ (2) S = d4 xδ (2) L, where


1 02
a00 2
δ (2) L =
y − (∇y)2 − y 2 a2 V,φφ +
y
2
a
+ a[4φ00 Ψ0 y − 2a2 V,φ Ψy]

(24)

and V,φ indicates partial derivative with respect of φ.
Note that in δ (2) L there are terms containing metric perturbations. In the vacuum state, according to our approach, Ψ = Ψ0 = 0. However, since the CSL mechanism
is a continuous collapse process, the quantum state characterizing the system will change from |0i to a new final
state |Ξi. As a consequence, the metric perturbations
(which are always classical) will be changing from zero
to a non-vanishing value in a continuous manner. Thus,
including the terms containing Ψ and Ψ0 in the action
can be considered as a backreaction effect of the CSL
model, and as we will see this effect is of second order in
the HFF.

We next switch to Fourier space. This is justified by
the fact that we work with a linear theory and, hence,
all the modes evolve independently. We define the field’s
modes as
Z
1
d3 k yk (η)eik·x ,
(25)
y(x, η) =
(2π)3/2 R3
1
Ψ(x, η) =
(2π)3/2

Z

d3 k Ψk (η)eik·x ,

(26)

R3

with y−k = yk∗ and Ψ−k = Ψ∗k because y(x, η) and
Ψ(x, η) are real. Substituting the Fourier expansions
into
R
(2)
(2)
Lagrangian (24),
the
resulting
action
is
δ
S
=
dηL
,
R
(2)
3
(2)
with L ≡ R3+ d kL ,
a00
+ a2 V,φφ )yk yk∗
a
0
+ 4aφ00 (Ψ0k yk∗ + Ψ∗k yk ) − 2a3 V,φ (Ψk yk∗ + Ψ∗k yk ).
(27)
0

L(2) ≡ yk0 yk∗ − (k 2 −

Note that we are defining L(2) by integrating the function
L(2) over the k+ half-space.
The CSL model is based on a non-unitary modification to the Schrödinger equation; consequently, it will be
advantageous to perform the quantization of the perturbations in the Schrödinger picture, where the relevant
physical objects are the Hamiltonian and the wave functional.
We first define the canonical conjugated
momentum
0
associated to yk is pk ≡ ∂L(2) /∂yk? , that is pk = yk0 .
The HamiltonianR associated0 to Lagrangian
L(2) , can be
0
∗
(2)
3
∗
(2)
found as H = R3+ d k(yk pk +yk pk )−L . Therefore,
R
H (2) = R3+ d3 kH(2) , with


a00
(2)
∗
∗
2
2
H ≡ pk pk + yk yk k −
+ a V,φφ
a
0

− 4aφ00 (Ψ0k yk∗ + Ψ∗k yk ) + 2a3 V,φ (Ψk yk∗ + Ψ∗k yk ).
(28)
From the Hamiltonian above we can find the equation
of motion for yk and pk . That is, using that
p0k = −

∂H(2)
,
∂yk∗

0

yk∗ =

∂H(2)
,
∂pk

(29)

the field’s mode equation of motion is


a00
00
2
2
yk + k −
+ a V,φφ yk − 4aφ00 Ψ0k + 2a3 V,φ Ψk = 0.
a
(30)
The previous equation coincides with the evolution equation for δφk usually found in the literature [58], thus it
serves as a self-consistency check.
Given that we are carrying out the quantization in the
Schrödinger picture, it will be more convenient to work
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with real variables, which later can be associated to Hermitian operators. Therefore, we introduce the following
definitions
1
yk ≡ √ (ykR + iykI ),
2

1
I
pk ≡ √ (pR
k + ipk ),
2

(31)

and also
1
I
Ψk ≡ √ (ΨR
k + iΨk ).
2

(32)

In the Schrödinger approach, the quantum state of the
system is described by a wave functional, Φ[y(x, η)]. In
Fourier space (and since the theory is still free in the
sense that it does not contain terms with power higher
than two in the Lagrangian), the wave functional can also
be factorized into mode components as
Y
Y
R
I
I
Φ[y(x, η)] =
Φk (ykR , ykI ) =
ΦR
k (yk )Φk (yk ). (33)
k

k

Quantization is achieved by promoting yk and pk to
quantum operators, ŷk and p̂k , and by requiring the
canonical commutation relations,
[ŷkR,I , p̂R,I
q ] = iδ(k − q).

(34)

In the field representation, the operators would take the
form:
ŷkR,I Φ = ykR,I Φ,

p̂R,I
k Φ = −i

∂Φ
∂ykR,I

.

(35)

For the moment let us put aside the CSL mechanism,
and analyze the standard evolution of the wave function.
The wave functional Φ obeys the Schrödinger equation
which, in this context, is a functional differential equation. However, since each mode evolves independently,
this functional differential equation can be reduced to
an infinite number of differential equations for each Φk .
Concretely, we have
i

∂ΦR,I
k
= ĤkR,I ΦR,I
k ,
∂η

(36)

where the Hamiltonian densities ĤkR,I , are related to the
R
Hamiltonian as Ĥ (2) = R3+ d3 k(ĤkR + ĤkI ), with the following definitions


2
(p̂R,I
(ŷkR,I )2
a00
R,I
2
2
k )
Ĥk =
+
k −
+ a V,φφ
2
2
a
0

R,I
− 4aφ00 ΨkR,I ŷkR,I + 2a3 V,φ ΨR,I
k ŷk .

(37)

The standard assumption is that, at an early conformal
time τ → −∞, the modes are in their adiabatic ground
state, which is a Gaussian centered at zero with certain
spread. In addition, this ground state is commonly referred to as the Bunch-Davies (BD) vacuum. Thus, the
conformal time η is in the range [τ, 0− ).

Since the initial quantum state is Gaussian and the
Hamiltonian (as well as the collapse Hamiltonian, see Eq.
(44)) is quadratic in ŷkR,I and p̂R,I
k , the form of the state
vector in the field basis at any time is
ΦR,I (η, ykR,I ) = exp[−Ak (η)(ykR,I )2 + Bk (η)ykR,I + Ck (η)].
(38)
Therefore, the wave functional evolves according to
Schrödinger equation, with initial conditions given by
Ak (τ ) =

k
,
2

Bk (τ ) = Ck (τ ) = 0.

(39)

Those initial conditions correspond to the BD vacuum,
which is perfectly homogeneous and isotropic in the sense
of a vacuum state in quantum field theory.
After the identification of the Hamiltonian that results
in Schrödinger’s equation, which from now on we refer to
as the “free Hamiltonian,” we now incorporate the CSL
collapse mechanism.
The main physical idea of the CSL model is that an
objective reduction of the wave function occurs all the
time for all kind of particles. The reduction or collapse
is spontaneous and random. The collapse occurs whether
the particles are isolated or interacting and whether the
particles constitute a macroscopic, mesoscopic or microscopic system.
In order to apply the CSL model to the inflationary
setting, we will consider a particular version of the CSL
model in which the nonlinear aspects of the CSL model
are shifted to the probability law. Specifically, the evolution equation is linear, which is similar to Schrödinger’s
equation; however, the law of probability for the realization of a specific random function, becomes dependent
of the state that results from such evolution. In other
words, the theory can be characterized in terms of two
equations:
The first is a modified Schrödinger equation, whose
solution is

R t 0
0
2
1
(40)
|ψ, ti = T e− 0 dt iĤ+ 4λ [w(t )−2λÂ] |ψ, 0i.
T is the time-ordering operator.
The modified
Schrödinger’s equation given by (40), induces the collapse of the wave function towards one of the possible
eigenstates of Â, which is called the collapse generating
operator. The parameter λ is the universal CSL parameter that sets the strength of the collapse. In particular,
λ serves to characterize the rate at which the wave function increases its “localizations” in the eigen-basis of the
collapse operator. In laboratory situations, the collapse
operator is usually chosen to be the position operator
and λ is assumed proportional to the mass of the particle
[24, 59]; in this model, the collapse rate, which has dimensions of [Time]−1 , is given by λa2 (here a is a second
parameter that sets the correlation length above which
spatial superpositions are reduced).
The function w(t) describes a stochastic process (i.e. is
a random classical function of time) of white noise type.
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In other words, CSL regards the state vector undergoing
some kind of Brownian motion. The probability for w(t)
is given by the second equation, the Probability Rule
P [w(t)]Dw(t) ≡ hψ, t|ψ, ti

t
Y

dw(ti )
p
.
2πλ/dt
ti =0

(41)

The norm of hψ, t|ψ, ti evolves dynamically, i.e. does not
equal 1. Hence, Eq. (41) implies that state vectors with
largest norm are most probable.
Furthermore, the toR
tal probability satisfies P Dw(t) = 1. The stochastic
term also prevents a wave-packet from spreading indefinitely, and causes the width of the packet to reach a finite
asymptotic value [59].
In the case of multiple identical particles in three dimensions, the CSL theory would contain one stochastic
function for each independent degree of freedom wi (t),
but only one parameter λ. In the case of several species
of particles, the theory would naturally involve a parameter λi for each particle species. In fact, there is strong
phenomenological preference for a λi that depends on the
particle’s mass mi [22, 23].
Returning to the inflationary context, in Ref. [5] it
is shown that with the appropriate selection of the field
collapse operators and using the corresponding CSL evolution law one obtains collapse in the relevant operators
corresponding to the Fourier components of the field and
the momentum conjugate of the field.5 We further assume that the reduction mechanism acts on each mode
of the field independently. Also, it is suitable to choose
ŷk as the collapse operator because our main equation
(16) suggests that hŷk i can act as a source of the Newtonian potential. Therefore, the evolution of the state
vector characterizing the inflaton as given by the CSL
theory is assumed to be:
 Z η

0
|ΦR,I
,
ηi
=
T̂
exp
−
dη
iĤkR,I
k
τ

1
+
(W(k, η 0 ) − 2λk ŷkR,I )2 |ΦR,I
k , τ i,
4λk
(42)
T̂ is the time-ordering operator, and recall that τ denotes
the conformal time at the beginning of inflation.
The parameter λk is a phenomenological generalization
of the CSL parameter, and now it depends on the mode
k. From the point of view of pure dimensional analysis, λk must have dimensions of [Length]−2 . Hence, the
simplest parameterization we can assume is λk = λ0 k,
which is also the same parameterization considered e.g.

5

We also acknowledge at this point that there is no complete version of the CSL theory that is applicable universally, ranging
from the laboratory setting to the cosmological one. However,
we adopt the point of view that proposing educated guesses, in
combination with phenomenological models applicable to particular situations, allow us to advance in our program.

in [5, 26]. At first glance, one can postulate that λ0
should coincide with the empirical bounds obtained from
laboratory experiments for the collapse rate. For example, the value λGRW = 10−16 s−1 was originally proposed
by Ghirardi, Rimini and Weber [22] and later adopted by
Pearle [23] for his CSL theory, as providing sound behavior when applied to laboratory contexts. However, as argued in [60] there is no particular reason why one should
expect that the collapse rate associated to the parameter
λ, utilized in applications of the CSL model at present
day laboratory situations (and whose values are probably
tied to underlying atomic structure that did not exist in
inflationary times), should necessarily, or even naturally,
be the ones utilized in modeling the inflationary regime,
i.e. λ0 . In Sec. IV, we will say more about λk and the
particular value(s) of λ0 considered in the present work.
Additionally, we postulate that the white noise w(t),
which appears in Eqs. (40) (41), is now a stochastic field
that depends on k and the conformal time. That is, since
we are applying the CSL collapse dynamics to each mode
of the field, it is natural to introduce a stochastic function
for each independent degree of freedom. Henceforth, the
stochastic field W(k, η) might be regarded as a Fourier
transform on a stochastic spacetime field W(~x, η). Here
we would like to mention that the generalization from
w(t) to w(x, t) is in fact considered in standard treatments of non-relativistic CSL models [61]. For instance,
the generalization of the CSL model of a single particle
in one dimension to a single particle in three dimensions,
implies to consider a joint basis of operators Âi , which
commute [Âi , Âj ] = 0, instead of single collapse operator Â. This change requires one white noise function
wi (t) for each Âi . A further generalization is to consider
a “continuum” collapse operator Â(x) (e.g. the mass
density operator smeared over a spherical volume), this
requires a random noise field w(x, t) instead of a set of
random functions [23, 24, 59, 62].
Continuing with the calculations, we can take the time
derivative of (42) (see [23]), obtaining
∂ R,I
R,I
|Φ , ηi = −iĤkR,I + ĤkR,I
CSL |Φk , ηi,
∂η k

(43)

with
ĤkR,I
CSL ≡ −

W(k, η)2
+ W(k, η)ŷkR,I − (ŷkR,I )2 λk . (44)
4λk

Next, taking into account that our main goal is to obtain the primordial power spectrum, see Eq. (23), we
turn our attention to compute the quantity hŷk ihŷq i∗ .
The expectation values of course will be evaluated at the
evolved state provided by (42).
In terms of the real and imaginary parts, we have


hŷk ihŷq i∗ = hŷkR i2 + hŷkI i2 δ(k − q).
(45)
Note that we have assumed that the CSL model does not
induce modes correlations. Also from (45), it is clear that
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we are interested in computing the quantities hŷkR,I i2 . In
fact, the calculation of the real and imaginary part are
exactly the same, so we will only focus on one of them.
Additionally, we simplify the notation by omitting the
indexes R,I from now on.
Using the Gaussian wave function (38), and the CSL
evolution equations, it can be shown [5] that
hŷk i2 = hŷk2 i −

1
.
4Re[Ak (η)]

(46)

Therefore, in order to obtain a prediction for the power
spectrum, we need to calculate the two terms on the right
hand side of (46). Explicit computation of Eq. (46) implies solving the corresponding CSL equations. At this
point we would like to mention that the actual calculations are long and cumbersome, but we have include them
in Appendix A for the interest reader. The final result
corresponding to the quantity hŷk i2 is given in (A32).
Another final remark regarding Eq. (46) is that the
right hand side is technically easier to handle than to
directly solve the main CSL evolution equation for the
state vector (43). The latter procedure is difficult because the Hamiltonian Ĥk given by (37), contains terms
that involve Ψ0k and Ψk . These terms in turn depend
on the state vector through the expectation value hŷk i
as shown in the main equation (16). On the other hand,
given that we are only interested in computing the power
spectrum, the computation of the right side of (46) allow
us to bypass such a direct calculation. The details can
be found in Appendix A, but here we can mention, that
for instance, the evolution equation for Ak (η) decouples
from the other quantities Bk (η) and Ck (η) which do involve a more elaborated method to solve. Moreover, the
evolution equation for hŷk2 i does not involve the linear
term hŷk i only [see Eqs. (A4) and Eq. (A8)].
We acknowledge that this is a pragmatic way to proceed and that formally one would have to perform the
full quantization using Hamiltonian (43), which means
the formal characterization of the collapse process within
the semiclassical treatment. Some advances in this direction have been made [54, 55]. The main idea developed in those works is that any sudden change in the
quantum state (i.e. a collapse) will result, generically,
in a sudden modification in the expectation value of the
energy-momentum tensor, and thus to a different spacetime metric. Nonetheless, such modification would in
general, require also a change in the quantum field theory construction, and consequently a new Hilbert space
to which the state can belong. In this way, one would
have a QFT and a space-time metric corresponding to

the initial state, and a different QFT/metric for the postcollapse state. Then the two different space-times must
be glued together in a consistent way. While this is the
correct framework to adopt, it is beyond the scope of the
present paper. Instead we will focus on computing the
right hand side of (46) using two reasonble assumptions:
(i) the collapse generating operator is ŷk ; therefore, we
expect that the modified Schrödinger equation (42) drive
the initial Gaussian state to a final state that is very
similar to an eigenvector of ŷk . That is to say, the final
wave function can be approximated by a Dirac function
δ(yk − Yk ), where Yk ≡ hŷk i evaluated in the final state.
(ii) we will assume that the localization process is fast
enough compared to the total duration of inflation, in
conformal time this is λ0 |τ | > 1; so the time evolution
of Ψ(x, η) is deterministic [in fact given by Eq. (11)]. In
Appendix A we present the computational details of Eq.
(46) using those two assumptions [in particular to obtain
Eqs. (A9) and (A24)].

IV.

ANALYSIS OF THE PRIMORDIAL AND
ANGULAR POWER SPECTRA

Given the solutions of the CSL equations, we can obtain the power spectrum. Clearly, this allow us to compare the predictions between the standard model and our
proposal.
The path is straightforward: we substitute hŷk i2
[whose explicit form is shown in (A32)] into (23), this
yields the power spectrum. The detailed calculations can
be found in Appendix B, and the resulting expression of
Ps (k) is given in (B26). Such an expression represents
the primordial power spectrum at second order in the
HFF, and can also be used to obtain ns and αs at third
and fourth order in the HFF respectively [see Appendix
B, Eqs. (B29) and (B30)].
Using expressions for Ps , ns and αs at second order in
the HFF allow us to parameterize the primordial power
spectrum in terms of the scalar spectral index and its
running, this is

Ps (k) = As

k
k

ns −1+ α2s

ln

k
k

C(k)

(47)

with
As =

H2
,
π 2 MP2 1

(48)

and the function C(k) expressed in terms of ns (scalar
spectral index) and αs (running of the spectral index) is

10
λk
λk |kτ |
+ 2 cos(2|kτ |)
2
2k
k



2k
αs
− exp
− 4 + ns + αs ln
ln2 ζk − θk2
ln ζk −
k
2





−1
2k
k
2
,
× cos
−4 + ns + αs ln
θk − αs −∆N + + D + ln
θk ln ζk
k
3
2k

C(k) = 1 +


ζk ≡

4λ2
1 + 4k
k

1/4
,

1
θk ≡ − arctan
2



2λk
k2


. (50)

We note that if λk = 0, which means ζk = 1 and θk =
0, one can check that C(k) = 0, hence P(k) = 0. This
is consistent with our model in which the collapse of the
wave function, given by the CSL mechanism, is the source
of the metric perturbations. Therefore, in our approach
if there is no collapse, and the vacuum state remains
unchanged there are no primordial perturbations, thus,
P(k) = 0 because Ψk = 0 at all scales.
On the other hand, if λk /k 2  1 then ζk  1 and
θk ' −π/4. This means that the evolution of the wave
function is certainly being affected by the extra terms
added by the CSL evolution equation. We recall that in
the previous section we proposed the parameterization,
λk = λ0 k,

(51)

where λ0 can be related to the universal CSL rate parameter, which has units of [Time]−1 . Therefore, λ−1
0
provides us with a localization time scale for the wave
function associated to each mode of the field. For the
purpose of our analysis, we set the numerical value of
the CSL parameter as λ0 = 10−14 s−1 , or equivalently
1.029 Mpc−1 in the units chosen for the present work.
This value is two orders of magnitude greater than the
historical value λGRW = 10−16 s−1 suggested by GRW
[22], and also consistent with empirical constraints obtained from different experimental data such as: spontaneous X-ray emission [63], matter-wave interferometry
[64], gravitational wave detectors [65] and neutron stars
[66]. Also, according to assumption (ii) mentioned at the
end of Sec. III, we have chosen the value |τ | = 7803894
Mpc, so λ0 |τ | = 8 × 106 > 1. Our proposed parameterization in Eq. (51) is the most simple one for a k
dependence in the λk parameter, although it is not the
only possibility. As we shall see in the following analysis, the CSLIM induces oscillatory features in Ps (k) that
remain at some scales, showing that the effect of the collapse cannot be “turned off”. This can be explained by
noting first that, since the modes k are infinite, there will
be some modes k such that the condition λk /k 2  1 fails.
However, for the chosen value λ0 = 1.029 Mpc−1 and at

least for the range of modes of observational interest 10−6
Mpc−1 ≤ k ≤ 10−1 Mpc−1 , i.e. the ones that contribute
the most to the CMB angular spectrum, the condition
λk /k 2 = λ0 /k  1 is fulfilled. It is for these range of k
that we will analyze the features in Ps (k) induced by the
CSLIM.
In order to analyze those novel features, we plot expression (47). The resulting plot is shown in Fig. 1,
together with the prediction corresponding to the standard model, the latter being essentially Eq. (47) with
C(k) = 1. The values of the inflationary parameters we
have used are: ns = 0.9641 and αs = −0.0045. Oscillations appear at low scales while no difference at all can
be found for k > 0.0001 Mpc−1 . In fact the oscillations,
induced by the CSLIM around the standard spectrum,
show a decrease in amplitude at the higher end of scales.
2.6×10−9
CSLIM
canonical model

2.4×10−9
Ps(k)

where k = 0.05 Mpc−1 is a pivot scale, D ≡ 1/3 −
ln 3 and ∆N is the number of e-folds from the horizon
crossing of the pivot scale to the end of inflation, typically
∆N ∼ 60. The quantities θk and ζk are defined as:

(49)

2.2×10−9

2.0×10−9

10−6

10−5

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

1

k

Figure 1. Comparison between the CSLIM power spectrum
and the canonical model. The wave number k is given in
Mpc−1 . A good agreement is shown at high scales, while
for k < 0.0001 Mpc−1 oscillatory features introduced by the
CSLIM become evident.

The next step in our analysis is to investigate whether
the oscillations shown in the primordial power spectrum
have any incidence in the observational predictions. However, we want to stress that, in this paper, we will only
perform a preliminary analysis of the CMB angular power
spectrum (also known as the Cl in the literature [67])
predicted by the CSLIM taking into account our second order power spectrum. A complete data analysis,
including statistical analysis, is left for future work. Furthermore, we will limit ourselves to the analysis of the
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temperature auto-correlation spectrum; however, from a
previous analysis of similar models [26] we might expect
that the E-mode polarization and Temperature-E-mode
cross correlation will also be modified as a consequence
of the collapse hypothesis.
In order to perform our analysis, we have modified
the Code for Anisotropies in the Microwave Background
(CAMB) [68] as to include the CSLIM predictions, which
only affect the inflationary part of the ΛCDM canonical
model. The rest of the cosmological parameters remain
unchanged. Let us define the cosmological parameters of
the canonical model: baryon density in units of the critical density ΩB h2 = 0.02237, dark matter density in units
of the critical density ΩCDM h2 = 0.12, Hubble constant
in units of Mpc−1 km s−1 H0 = 67.36. We also include in
that set the aforementioned values of ns , αs and k-pivot;
all represent the best-fit values presented by the Planck
collaboration [67]. The value of As is 2.1 × 10−9 for both
CSLIM and canonical model.
Figure 2 shows the temperature auto-correlation (TT)
spectrum for both CSL and canonical models, showing
no difference between them. As can be seen there, oscillating features at low k in our predicted power spectrum
do not translate into any peculiar features in the theoretical predictions of the Cl coefficients characterizing the
angular temperature anisotropies. In this way, parameterization (51) represents a good choice to set a basis for
comparison with the canonical model, and in a sense also
serves as a consistency check.
6000

reflected in the observational data by introducing a new
parameter B through the parameterization of λk . The
role of B will be to imprint a slight departure from the
canonical model shape. The new proposal to parameterize λk is
λk = λ0 (k + B),

(52)

where B has units of Mpc−1 and conforms a new parameter of the model that needs to be estimated with recent
observational data, this will be left for future work. In
the rest of the present section, we will be interested in
analyzing the consequences of varying B on the predicted
spectrum.
The effect of considering different values of B on the
power spectrum is shown in Fig. 3, where the same plot
of Fig. 1 has been included as the case B = 0, and serves
as a reference. For negative B (green line) the CSLIM
power spectrum seems to approach to the canonical one
from below, showing significant differences for k < 10−4
Mpc−1 . Meanwhile, for positive B the CSLIM power
spectrum approaches from above (black and red lines).
The differences in the predicted spectrum between the
CSLIM and the canonical seem to dissolve progressively
as B approaches zero, remaining only a small differences
at low k due to the oscillations. Also, it is worthwhile
to mention that oscillations present in the B = 0 case
cannot be significantly appreciated in the rest of cases.
Figure 3 suggests that observational predictions in the
CSLIM may be distinguished from the ones of the canonical model. In the next final part, we analyze whether
these departures (from the canonical model) have observable consequences on the CMB fluctuation spectrum.

canonical model
CSLIM

5000

2.6×10−9

3000

2.4×10−9
Ps(k)

l(l+1)Cl/(2π)

4000

2000

1000

2.2×10−9
canonical model
B=0
B=10−3
B=10−4
B=−10−6

0
1

10

100

1000

l

Figure 2. Temperature auto-correlation (TT) spectrum comparison between the canonical model (boxes) and the CSLIM
(blue solid line), the latter using the parameterization λk =
λ0 k. No difference is shown among them. Oscillations at low
values of k in the primordial power spectrum, as shown in
Fig. 1, are wiped off in the TT spectrum.

At this point of the analysis we have learned that
λk = λ0 k yields an indistinguishable prediction from the
canonical model. However, there is no reason to expect
an exact k dependence of λk . As a consequence, we proceed to explore possible effects of the CSLIM that can be

2.0×10−9

10−6

10−5

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

1

k

Figure 3. Here we appreciate small departures from the
canonical power spectrum. The departures are parameterized
by B. The set of B values considered show effects properly
attributed to the CSLIM, and become explicitly manifest in
the primordial power spectrum. Power suppression is seen at
low scales for negative values of B, whereas positive values
imply an upper departure from the canonical model. In this
figure, B and k are given in Mpc−1 .
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Figure 4 shows our prediction for the CMB temperature fluctuation spectrum and the canonical one, where
we used the same values for the cosmological parameters as before. From Fig. 4, it can be inferred an estimated upper limit for the B parameter, i.e. for B = 10−3
Mpc−1 the first peak is shifted upwards which is totally
incompatible with the latest high precision observational
measurements. The negative B value tested does not induce any significant difference in parameter estimation
when compared with the canonical model. In the case
of B = 10−4 Mpc−1 , a small departure from the canonical prediction is seen at low multipoles. Whether this
change is favored by the data or simply lost in the cosmic
variance uncertainty will be addressed in future research.
Nonetheless, from this analysis we can infer that in order
for our predicted power spectrum to be consistent with
the best fit temperature auto-correlation spectrum, and
at the same time, to manifest departures from the canonical model, the B parameter must be then constrained
between B > 0 and B < 10−3 Mpc−1 .
6000
canonical model
B=0
-3
B=10
B=10-4
-6
B=-10
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l(l+1)Cl/(2π)

4000

3000
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1000

0
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Figure 4. The temperature auto-correlation (TT) spectrum
including the B parameter, the values of the cosmological
parameters considered are the same as in Fig. 2. The negative
B value does not exhibit any difference at all with respect to
the canonical model (boxes). On the other hand, for positive
B values there is a progressive departure from the canonical
model at low l (big angular scales). The case B = 10−3 Mpc−1
can be discarded in advance as it modifies substantially the
position of the first peak, which is constrained at a high degree
of accuracy by current data.

A.

Consequences of varying λ0

In this final part of the present section, we would like to
make some remarks about how our previous results would
be affected by considering different values of λ0 . As we
have argued, λ−1
0 may be used to set a localization time
scale for the wave function associated to each mode of
the field, so varying λ0 means to change the localization
time scale.

The criteria to select appropriate values of λ0 is based
on the condition λk /k 2  1. If that condition is
satisfied then the collapse occurs successfully; particularly, one would require that said condition is met for
all modes k within the range of interest 10−6 Mpc−1
≤ k ≤ 10−1 Mpc−1 . Moreover, we consider the parameterization λk = λ0 (k + B) constrained within the range
0 ≤ B < 10−3 Mpc−1 . Therefore, we note first that the
condition λk /k 2 = λ0 (1 + B/k)/k  1 is fulfilled for the
previous chosen value λ0 = 1.029 Mpc−1 (with B and k
in the aforementioned ranges). Second, it is clear that
in order to satisfy the condition λk /k 2  1 for different
values of the parameter, we must consider λ0 ≥ 1.029
Mpc−1 .
We have reproduced Figs. 1, 2, 3 and 4 for the values λ0 = 10.29 Mpc−1 and λ0 = 102.9 Mpc−1 obtaining exactly the same plots as the ones corresponding to
the original value λ0 = 1.029 Mpc−1 . In particular, the
shape of the spectra is exactly equal. However, to achieve
a similar amplitude, we had to adjust the combination
V |τ |/MP4 1 , we remind the reader that τ is the conformal time at which inflation begins.
In order to attain a better understanding of this result,
we focus on our prediction for Ps (k), Eq. (47). To make
things simple and without loss of generality, we assume
ns = 1, αs = 0 and we use Friedmann’s equation H 2 '
V /3MP2 . Consequently with these assumptions Eq. (47)
is approximately

V
λk
λk |kτ |
Ps (k) '
+ 2 cos(2|kτ |)
1+
4
2
2
3π MP 1
k
2k

1
− 3
.
(53)
ζk cos 3θk
From definitions (50), λk /k 2  1 implies that ζk  1
and θk ' −π/4. Let us consider the parameterization
λk ' λ0 k; hence, if condition λk /k 2  1 is met, then Eq.
(53) can be approximated by6
Ps (k) '

V
3π 2 MP4 1

λ0 |τ |.

(54)

Note that assumption (ii) mentioned at the end of Sec.
III and Eq. (54) are consistent, this is λ0 |τ | > 1. With
result (54) at hand, we can now conclude that increasing
λ0 requires to decrease the combination V |τ |/MP4 1 , such
that Ps (k) would be consistent with the observed amplitude Ps (k) ' 10−9 . For example, if one increases the
value of λ0 but 1 , τ remain fixed, then the characteristic
energy scale of inflation V 1/4 must decrease. Also, note
that using Eq. (53) and the parameterization λk ' λ0 k

6

In approximation (54), we also used the fact that k|τ | > 1. Recalling that τ is the conformal time at which inflation begins,
k|τ | > 1 is essentially satisfied by all the modes because such
condition means that said modes begun in the Bunch-Davies
vacuum.
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lead to a scale invariant power spectrum (independent
of k), Eq. (54). This was expected since we considered
ns = 1 and αs = 0, but the main point is that varying λ0
does not affect the shape of the spectrum. On the contrary, varying the parameterization of λk would certainly
alter the scale dependence of the spectrum, and Figs. 1,
2, 3 and 4 would also change substantially.

V.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have calculated the primordial power
spectrum for a single scalar field during slow roll inflation. The calculation considered the application of
the Continuous Spontaneous Localization (CSL) objective reduction model to the inflaton wave function, within
the semiclassical gravity setting. The novel aspect in this
paper was to consider the second order approximation in
the Hubble flow functions (HFF), and solve the corresponding CSL equations using the uniform approximation method in slow roll inflation [36, 43].
The implementation of the CSL model to slow roll inflation or CSL inflationary model (CSLIM) for short, induced a modification of the standard scalar power specαs
k
trum (PS) of the form Ps (k) = As k ns −1+ 2 ln k C(k).
One of the main features uncovered here is that the function C(k) depends on the inflationary parameters ns , αs
as well as the collapse parameter λk , see Eq. (49).
We have chosen the most simple parameterization for
the collapse parameter, this is λk = λ0 (k + B), where
λ0 is the fundamental CSL parameter, representing the
collapse rate, and B is a new parameter. We have set
λ0 = 10−14 s−1 or 1.029 Mpc−1 (which is two orders
of magnitude greater than the historical value suggested
for the collapse rate [22]), and varied B from B = −10−6
Mpc−1 to B = +10−3 Mpc−1 ; these values gave rise to
significative departures from the standard PS, see Fig.
3, mostly at the lower range of k. Next, we have shown
the effects of the CSLIM on the CMB temperature fluctuation spectrum, Fig. 4. For this preliminary analysis,
the proposed parameterization of λk seems to be in good
agreement with the present data of the CMB fluctuation
spectrum. In particular, within the range B = −10−6
Mpc−1 and B = 0 there are no differences between the
prediction of the CSLIM and the standard inflationary
model, in spite of the evident variations in the PS. However, between B > 0 and B < 10−3 Mpc−1 there are
important departures from the standard model prediction in the temperature fluctuation spectrum but at the
same time could be consistent with the best fit temperature auto-correlation spectrum. We have also shown that
values B ≥ 10−3 Mpc−1 could be discarded without performing any statistical analysis. Finally, we have argued
that increasing λ0 will not have an effect on the shape of
the spectra but it can have theoretical consequences in
the parameters characterizing the spectrum’s amplitude,
e.g. the characteristic energy scale of inflation.
αs
k
Our result Ps (k) = As k ns −1+ 2 ln k C(k), with C(k)

depending explicitly on λk , αs and ns , allow us to identify exactly the dependence on k attributed to: the CSL
model, the spectral index and the running of the spectral
index. We think this is an important result because of
the following. Our predicted PS allows departures from
the traditional inflationary approach that can be tested
experimentally. As we have argued in the Introduction,
if future experiments detect a significant value of the
running of the spectral index, i.e. of order |αs | ' 10−3
and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r remains undetected, then
the hierarchy of the HFF would be broken and the standard slow roll inflationary model would be in some sense
jeopardized. On the other hand, the CSLIM generically
predicts a strong suppression of tensor modes, that is
r ' 21 10−12 [33, 34]. And, since the function C(k) introduces an extra k dependence on the PS, the situation described previously, in principle, could not yield an
inconsistency between the CSLIM and hierarchy of the
HFF. Specifically, what in the standard approach might
be identified as a running of the spectral index, which
is essentially a particular dependence on k of the PS, in
the CSLIM the same effect could be attributed to C(k)
through the parameterization of λk , and in particular to
the B parameter. In other words, in the CSLIM, the hierarchy |1 | > |2 | > |3 | could be satisfied and still be
consistent with observations, namely a non-detection of
primordial gravity waves and a particular shape of the
PS characterized by a “running of the spectral index” in
the standard approach.
Evidently, to test if the above conjecture is true, we
require to perform a complete statistical analysis using
the most recent (and future) observational data from the
CMB. In particular, we would be able to constrain the
value of B as well as ns and αs within our model. Nevertheless, our main conclusion is that the CSLIM possess
observational consequences, different from the standard
inflationary paradigm. In fact, some particular observations that would cause some issues in the traditional
model, could be potentially resolved within our approach.
A final important lesson to be drawn from this analysis
is that it displays how, at least in applications to cosmology, considerations regarding the quantum measurement
problem can lead to striking alterations concerning observational issues. This contributes to oppose a posture
that claims such questions as of mere philosophical interest and dismisses their relevance regarding physical
predictions.
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Appendix A: Solving the CSL equations

We begin by writing some useful expressions involving
2
V , ∂φ V and ∂φφ
V in terms of the Hubble flow functions
(HFF). Therefore, one has the following quantities [37,
39]

2

2
MP2 ∂φ V
2
= 1 1 +
,
(A1)
2
V
2(3 − 1 )
2
∂φφ
V
61 − 32 /2 − 221 − 22 /4 + 51 2 /2 − 2 3 /2
MP2
=
.
V
3 − 1
(A2)
There are no approximations in the previous equations.
Next, we focus on the first term of the right hand side
of (46), i.e hŷk2 i. We define the quantities Q ≡ hŷk2 i, R ≡
hp̂2k i and S ≡ hp̂k ŷk + ŷk p̂k i. The evolution equations of
Q, R, and S, can be obtained from the CSL evolution
equation (43). In fact, for any operator any operator Ô
one has

d
λk
hÔk i = −ih[Ôk , Ĥk ]i −
h[ŷk , [ŷk , Ôk ]]i,
dη
2

From Eq. (A8), we see that Ψ0 and Ψ induce terms of
order 2 in the HFF. Using assumptions (i) and (ii) mentioned at the end of Sec. III and Eq. (A8), we rewrite
the evolution equations (A4) as
Q0 = S,

(A9a)

R0 = −[k 2 − M (η)]S + λk ,

(A9b)

S 0 = 2R − 2Q[k 2 − M (η)],

(A9c)

where


22
7
2 3
3
− 1 2 +
.
M (η) ≡ H 2 − 1 + 2 +
2
2
2
2
(A10)
The solutions to Eqs. (A9), are
2

Q = C1 y12 + C2 y22 + C3 y1 y2 + Qp ,

(A11a)

R = C1 y102 + C2 y202 + C3 y10 y20 + Rp ,

(A11b)

(A3)

S = C1 2y1 y10 + C2 y2 y20 + C3 (y10 y2 + y1 y20 ) + Sp , (A11c)

which is the evolution equation of the ensemble average
of the expectation value of any operator Ô. Thus, the
evolution equations of Q, R and S obtained from (A3)
are:

where y1 and y2 are two linearly independent solutions
of


00
y1,2
+ k 2 − M (η) y1,2 = 0.
(A12)

Q0 = S,

The functions Qp , Rp and Sp are particular solutions
of the system (A9). The constants Ci , with i = 1, 2, 3
are determined by imposing the initial conditions corresponding to the Bunch-Davies vacuum state. The function Q(η) is the quantity that we are interested. We
proceed to solve (A12).
At first order in the HFF, equation (A12) is solved
exactly in terms of Bessel functions. However, at second
order we require new techniques. Here we choose to use
the uniform approximation technique [43]. The idea is to
rewrite the term M (η) as

(A4a)

R0 = −m1 (η)S − 2m2 (η)hp̂k i + λk ,

(A4b)

S 0 = 2R − 2Qm1 (η) − 2m2 (η)hŷk i,

(A4c)

where
m1 (η) ≡ k 2 −

a00
+ a2 V,φφ ,
a

(A5)

and

M (η) =
m2 (η) ≡ −4aφ00 Ψ0k + 2a3 V,φ Ψk .

(A6)

At this point it is important to point out that in our
approach the metric perturbation, characterized by Ψ, is
sourced by hŷk i. In particular, that relation is given by
our equation (16), which can be rewritten as
Ψk =

φ00
hŷk i
.
2aMP2 H (1 + 2 )

(A7)

Therefore, the term m2 (η) can be considered as a sort of
“backreaction” effect of the collapse, since m2 contains
explicitly the terms Ψ0 , Ψ. Moreover, by using approximation (13), i.e. Ψ0k ' H2 Ψk , together with (A7), we
reexpress m2 as
m2 (η) ' hŷk iH2 (−61 + 221 + 1 2 ).

(A8)

ν(η)2 − 1/4
,
η2

(A13)

where the former equation should be understood as the
definition of the function ν(η). Then two new functions
are introduced:
Z
2/3
ν2
|η − η∗ | 3 η p
g(η) ≡ 2 − k 2 ,
f (η) ≡
dη̃ g(η̃)
.
η
η − η ∗ 2 η∗
(A14)
The time η∗ is defined by the condition g(η∗ ) = 0 and is
called the turning point, i.e. η∗ ≡ −ν(η∗ )/k. According
to the uniform approximation, the two linearly independent solutions of (A12) are
y1 (η) =

 1/4
f
Ai(f ),
g

y2 (η) =

 1/4
f
Bi(f ),
g
(A15)
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where Ai and Bi denote the Airy functions of first and
second kind respectively. One advantage of the Airy functions is that their asymptotic behavior is quite familiar.
At the onset of inflation, i.e. when η = τ → −∞, we
have
g 1/4 =

√

keiπ/4 ,

f =−

3
kτ
2

2/3

.

(A16)
C2 =

In this regime, the Airy functions oscillate. Specifically,
if x → +∞, then


sin 23 x3/2 + π4
cos 23 x3/2 + π4
√ 1/4
√ 1/4
Ai(−x) '
, Bi(−x) '
.
πx
πx
(A17)
Thus, at the beginning of inflation we approximate the
solutions

π
1
y1 (τ ) ' √ sin |kτ | +
,
(A18a)
4
kπ
1
y2 (τ ) ' √ cos |kτ | +
.
4
kπ
π



1
Bi(x) ' √ x−1/4 exp
π




2 3/2
x
.
3

(A18b)

(A19a)

(A19b)

Therefore, in the super-Hubble regime, that is, when
|kη| → 0, the approximated solutions are


1 −1/4
2 3/2
√
y1 (η) '
g
exp − f
,
(A20a)
3
2 π
1
y2 (η) ' √ g −1/4 exp
π




2 3/2
f
.
3

(A20b)

Note that in this regime f → +∞.
Taking into account that the power spectrum is evaluated in the super-Hubble regime, and by considering the
exponential solutions (A18), together with g 1/2 ' −ν/η,
we conclude that the term C2 y22 dominates over the rest
of the terms in (A11a). The quantity of interest is then
Q(η) ≡ hŷk2 i '

C2 (−η) 2F
e ,
π ν

2 3/2
f .
3

(A23)

This completes the calculation of Q = hŷk2 i. Now let us
focus on the second term on the right hand side of (46),
i.e. the term [4Re(Ak )]−1 .
We apply the CSL evolution operator as characterized
by Eq. (43) to the wave function (38), and regroup terms
of order y 2 , y 1 and y 0 ; the evolution equations corresponding to these terms are thus decoupled. Fortunately,
the evolution equation corresponding to y 2 only contains
Ak (η), which is the function we are interested in. The
evolution equation is then

i 2
k − M (η) + λk − 2iA2k ,
2

(A24)

where once again we have assumed that the Newtonian
potential is sourced by the expectation value hŷk i, and
the assumptions (i) and (ii) mentioned at the end of
Sec. III. By performing the change of variable Ak ≡
u0k /(2iuk ), the evolution equation of Ak is equivalent to


u00k + q 2 − M (η) uk = 0,
(A25)
where we have introduced


2iλk
2
2
.
q ≡k 1− 2
k

(A26)

Equation (A25) is of the same form as (A12). The
general solution is thus
 1/4
 1/4
f
f
Ai(f ) + c2
Bi(f ),
(A27)
u = c1
g
g
the definitions of g and f given by (A14) hold as before,
with the replacement k 2 → q 2 in (A14). Henceforth, g
and f are complex functions in this case.
The constants c1,2 are found by imposing the initial conditions associated to the Bunch-Davies vacuum:
Ak (τ ) = k/2. Therefore, by using the asymptotic behavior of the Airy functions when η = τ → −∞ given by
(A17), we find that
r
π −iπ/4
c1 =
e
,
c2 = ic1 .
(A28)
2
It is straightforward to check that,

(A21)
Re(Ak ) =

with
F ≡

π λk π|kτ | λk π
+ 2 cos(2|kτ |).
+
2
2k 2
4k

A0k =

On the other hand, the Airy functions exhibit exponential behavior for large and positive arguments. That
is, for x → +∞, the Airy functions are approximated by


2 3/2
1 −1/4
√
x
exp − x
,
Ai(x) '
3
2 π

The constants Ci are found by imposing the initial conditions Q(τ ) = 1/2k, R(τ ) = k/2, S(τ ) = 0 and using the
approximated solutions (A18) in the system of equations
(A11). One also has to take into account the solutions
Qp , Rp and Sp . In particular, in the sub-Hubble regime,
Qp ' λk τ /2k 2 . The constant C2 of (A21) obtained is

(A22)

Wk
,
|uk |2 4i

(A29)

where, Wk is the Wronskian of (A25), i.e. Wk = u0k u∗k −
0
u∗k uk . We now proceed to evaluate Re(Ak ) in the regime
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of observational interest, that is, when −kη → 0. As
before, in this regime, the Airy functions can be approximated by (A19). Consequently, the solution uk is





2
2 3/2
e−iπ4 1
exp − f 3/2 + i exp
f
.
uk (η) ' √
3
3
2g 1/4 2
(A30)
After a long series of calculations using (A29), (A30) and
g 1/2 ' −ν/η, we find
1
−η e2Re(F )
'
,
4Re(Ak )
2ν cos[2Im(F)]

(A31)

where F ≡ 23 f 3/2 . In principle F 6= F , although their
definition in terms of f is the same (see (A22)), the quantity F is real and F is complex.
Putting together Q given in (A21), and [4Re(Ak )]−1
obtained in (A31), we can finally obtain hŷk i2 = Q −
[4Re(Ak )]−1 , which is


λk |kτ |
λk
−η
2
1+
+ 2 cos(2|kτ |) e2F
hŷk i =
2ν
k2
2k

2Re(F )
e
.
(A32)
−
cos[2Im(F)]
The last equation is the main result of this Appendix.

Appendix B: Calculation of the scalar power
spectrum at second order

In this Appendix, we proceed to compute the explicit
form of the scalar power spectrum at second order in the
HFF.
Using our previous main results, Eqs. (23), (45) and
(A32), the full power spectrum is
3

2

2F

k
(1 + 1 + 2 ) |η|e
4π 2 MP2 (1 + 2 )2 a2 1 ν


λk
λk |kτ |
×
+
cos(2|kτ
|)
1+
k2
2k 2

exp{2[Re(F) − F ]}
−
.
cos[2Im(F)]

Ps =

(B1)

In the former expression, there are functions that depend on η, these are: a2 (η), 1,2 (η), ν(η), F (η) and F(η).
However as we will show in the following, when these
functions are expressed explicitly as a function of η, the
Ps remains a constant, i.e. independent of η. Furthermore, we will express all of these functions at second
order in the HFF, and finally exhibit explicitly the k dependence that for now remains implicit in some terms
of (B1). This latter step is required to identify the so
called spectral index, and running of the spectral index.
In fact, we will make use of some the results obtained in
[36] and [38].

We begin by recalling our definition of ν, (A13), which
is explicitly given by

1/2
1
3
22
7
2 3
2 2
.
ν=
+ η H (2 − 1 + 2 +
− 1 2 +
)
4
2
2
2
2
(B2)
In that equation, the functions H2 , 1,2 depend on η,
however the second order terms involving 1,2,3 can be
already considered to be constant.
The explicit dependence on the linear terms 1,2 , can
be found by expanding around N∗ . We remind the reader
the definition N ≡ ln(a/aini ) and that η∗ represents the
turning point i.e. it is the time at which g(η∗ ) = 0, see
(A14). Thus, N∗ is evaluated at a(η∗ ). The expansion
yields
d1
1 d2 1
(N − N∗ )2 + . . .
(N − N∗ ) +
dN ∗
2 dN 2 ∗
 
a
= 1∗ + 1∗ 2∗ ln
a∗
 
 2 a
1
2
+
1∗ 2∗ + 1∗ 2∗ 3∗ ln
+ ...
2
a∗
 
η
= 1∗ − 1∗ 2∗ ln
η∗
 
 2 η
1
2
+
1∗ 2∗ + 1∗ 2∗ 3∗ ln
+ ...
(B3)
2
η∗

1 = 1∗ +

where in the second line the definition of the HFF (3) was
used, and in the third line we used that a(η) ∝ 1/η. As
we see from (B3), the function 1 now exhibits explicit
its η dependence. A similar procedure is used to obtain
 
η
2 = 2∗ − 2∗ 3∗ ln
η∗
 

1
η
+
2∗ 23∗ + 2∗ 3∗ 4∗ ln2
+ . . . (B4)
2
η∗
Using the expansions (B3) and (B4), one can find the
expression for H up to second order in HFF, this is [36]:
 

1
η
−1
1 + 1∗ + 21∗ + 1∗ 2∗ +1∗ 2∗ ln
+O(3 ).
H=
η
η
η∗
(B5)
Moreover, from the last equation one can find an expression for a expanded at second order in HFF [36]

−1
1 + 1∗ + 21∗ + 1∗ 2∗
a(η) '
H∗ η
 

η
− 1∗ + 221∗ + 1∗ 2∗ ln
η∗
 

1 2
η
+
1∗ + 1∗ 2∗ ln2
.
(B6)
2
η∗
Therefore, using expansions (B3), (B4) and (B5), the
expression corresponding to ν (B2) expanded up to second order in HFF is

  
1
η
ν(η) = ν∗ − 1∗ 2∗ + 2∗ 3∗ ln
+ O(3 ) (B7)
2
η∗
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everything to second order, the integrand in (B9) reads
s
1/2

−ν∗
ν 2 (η̃)
q 2 η̃ 2
2
−q '
1− 2
η̃ 2
η̃
ν∗


3
1
+
1∗ 2∗ + 2∗ 3∗
2ν∗ η̃
2
 


2 2 −1/2
η̃
q η̃
ln
. (B10)
× 1− 2
ν∗
η∗

with
ν∗ ≡

5
1
3
1
+ 1∗ + 21∗ + 2∗ + 1∗ 2∗ + 2∗ 3∗ .
2
2
6
6

(B8)

At this point, we have found the explicit dependence
in the η variable corresponding to the functions: 1,2 (η),
a(η) and ν(η). But we still require to calculate the functions F and F to obtain the complete expression for Ps
(B1). This will be done by solving the corresponding
integrals.
Let us focus on F. From the definition F ≡ 32 f 3/2 and
f ,g, defined in (A14), we have
Z

s

η

F=

dη̃
η∗

ν 2 (η̃)
− q2 .
η̃ 2

Therefore, we have two different integrals to calculate in
order to evaluate the term F. In the following we write,
F ≡ F1 + F2 ,

and calculate each of the F1,2 separately. These integrals
can be solved analytically [36], for our model, the result
is


η
− ln 2 + ln ζk + iθk ,
lim F1 = −ν∗ 1 + ln
η∗
|η|→0
(B12)
where we define


1/4

4λ2
2λk
1
ζk ≡ 1 + 4k
,
θk ≡ − arctan
k
2
k2
(B13)
and

(B9)

Using the definition of q 2 (A26), we can check that if
λk = 0, i.e. if there is no collapse of the wave function,
then q 2 = k 2 . Thus, F = F when λk = 0 (recall F is
defined in (A22), and that F is real while F is complex).
Therefore, we can obtain F and F from the same integral,
i.e. solving integral (B9), automatically yields F, and by
setting λk = 0 in that result, we can obtain also F .
Inserting (B7) into the previous formula and expanding


3
lim F2 =
1∗ 2∗ +
16ν∗
|η|→0

24i
1∗ 2∗ +
+
16ν∗

(B11)







π2
12
1
1
2
2 η
2∗ 3∗
− 4 ln 2 +
+
4 ln
1∗ 2∗ + 2∗ 3∗ ln2 ζk − θk2
2
η∗
3
16ν∗
2



η
1
2∗ 3∗ (θk ln ζk ) 1 + ln
.
(B14)
2
η∗

The explicit dependence on the collapse parameter λk
is now manifested in the previous equations through ζk
and θk . We notice that F1 and F2 contain terms that are
logarithmically divergent in the limit |η| → 0. We will
see that this is not a serious problem, the final expression
of Ps (k) will not have any divergent terms.

θk = 0, yielding




3
η
1
F = −ν∗ 1 + ln
− ln 2 +
1∗ 2∗ + 2∗ 3∗
η∗
16ν∗
2


2
η
π
× 4 ln2
− 4 ln2 2 +
.
(B15)
η∗
3
Additionally, from the resulting
F2 = F we have,

3
2Im(F) = −2ν∗ θk +
1∗ 2∗ +
ν∗


η
× 1 + ln
,
η∗

Equations (B12) and (B14) enable us to calculate
F ≡ F1 + F2 and F . The latter, as we have indicated
previously, is obtained by setting λk = 0, i.e. ζk = 1 and

expression of F1 +

1
2∗ 3∗ (θk ln ζk )
2
(B16)

and
3
2[Re(F) − F ] = −2ν∗ ln ζk +
2ν∗






1
1∗ 2∗ + 2∗ 3∗ ln2 ζk − θk2 .
2

(B17)
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We have all the expressions needed to give an expression of the Ps in terms of: the collapse parameter and the
second order HFF. Therefore, collecting Eqs. (B15), (B16), (B17), as well as the corresponding ones to 1,2 (η), a(η)
and ν(η) [this is Eqs. (B3), (B4), (B6) and (B7)], it is straightforward, although lengthy, to obtain the power spectrum
from (B1). The final expression is





18e−3 H∗2
2
1
Ps ' 2 2
1 + 1∗ − + 2 ln 2 + 2∗ − + ln 2
π MP 1∗
3
3




1
1 2
26 2
1
2
2
2
+ 1∗ − + ln 2 + 2 ln 2 + 2∗ − − ln 2 + ln 2
9
3
18 3
2


2
43 π
1
+ 1∗ 2∗ − +
+ ln 2 + ln2 2
9
12 3


1 π2
1
1 2
+ 2∗ 3∗ − +
+ ln 2 − ln 2
C(k),
(B18)
9 24 3
2
where we have defined


λk
exp{2[Re(F) − F ]}
λk |kτ |
+ 2 cos(2|kτ |) −
C(k) ≡ 1 +
,
2
k
2k
cos[2Im(F)]

(B19)

with




 

5
1
1
1
exp{2[Re(F) − F ]} = ζk−3 exp −2 1∗ + 21∗ + 2∗ + 1∗ 2∗ + 2∗ 3∗ ln ζk + 1∗ 2∗ + 2∗ 3∗ ln2 ζk − θk2
2
6
6
2
(B20)
and


1
5
cos[2Im(F)] = cos
3 + 21∗ + 221∗ + 2∗ + 1∗ 2∗ + 2∗ 3∗ θk
3
3




1
η
− 2 1∗ 2∗ + 2∗ 3∗ (θk ln ζk ) 1 + ln
.
(B21)
2
η∗

At this point a few comments are in order. First, as
discussed in Refs. [36, 38, 69], the presence of the factor
18e−3 ' 0.896 is typical for the uniform approximation,
and from now on, we will simply set this factor equal to
one. Second, the divergent logarithmic term appears only
in C(k) but as an argument of a cosine function, which
in turn appears in the denominator in the definition of
C(k); thus it represents no problem at all. In fact, we
can set ln ηη∗ ' ln aa∗ = ∆N∗ , i.e. is the number of
e-folds from η∗ to the end of inflation.
Our expression of P(k) depends on η∗ , and the HFF,
as well as H∗ all evaluated at η∗ , which is the turning
point of g, this means η∗ ≡ −ν(η∗ )/k. Thus, there is
a k dependence that remains hidden in those quantities.
In order to uncover the k dependence, we define a pivot
wave number k and expand all those terms around an
unique conformal time η . It is customary to set this η
as the time of “horizon crossing,” which is defined as
− k η = 1.

(B22)

Technically, this means that, for instance, the Hubble
parameter H∗ must be rewritten as an expansion around

η ,


 η∗
 2 η∗
1 2
2
H∗ = H 1 + 1 + 1 ln
 + 1 2 ln
+
η
2 1
η
(B23)
and the k dependence is thus uncovered by the relation
k
η∗
= ν∗ .
η
k

(B24)

Expanding the previous equation at second order in HFF,
we obtain
  


η∗
3
k
2
1
ln
= ln + ln
1 − 1 2 − 2 3
η
2
k
3
3
2
1
4 2
1 2
+ 1 + 2 + 1 − 2
3
3
9
18
1
1
+ 2 3 + 1 2 .
(B25)
9
3
Hence, substituting (B25) into (B23), will exhibit explicitly the k dependence in the Hubble factor H∗ .
Applying this same technique to the HFF i∗ and ν∗
lead us to our main expression. This is, the scalar power
spectrum at second order in the HFF given by the CSL
model is
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(B26)

where D ≡ 1/3 − ln 3 and in C(k) (defined in (B19)) we have the following expressions for the exp{2[Re(F) −
F ]}/ cos[2Im(F)] term:
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(B27)

and


221
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(B28)

Notice that the former divergent logarithmic term, has now transformed into ∆N which is the number of e-folds
from the horizon crossing of the pivot scale k to the end of inflation. Typically ∆N ∼ 60. Equation (B26), is our
final expression for the PS, within the CSLIM, written in terms of the HFF and the collapse parameter λk .
In the standard approach for the predicted power spectrum (PS), the k dependence can be parameterized by the
so called scalar spectral index ns and the running of the spectral index αs . The parameters ns and αs are of interest
since they are used to constrain the shape of the PS consistent with the observational data. On the other hand,
in our main result (B26), we can see that the CSL model induces an extra k dependence on the PS through C(k)
as expected. Consequently, it would be helpful to identify the parameters ns and αs , and then including them, if
necessary, in the function C(k). This will allow us to compare directly the observational consequences between our
approach and the standard inflationary model. That preliminary analysis is done in Sec. 4.
Thus, in order to deduce an expression for ns and αs in terms of the HFF, we set C(k) = 1 and follow the method
in [38]. Additionally, since the amplitude of the PS was computed up to second order in HFF, the expression for ns
is valid up to third order and αs up to fourth order. Hence, the scalar spectral index is given by
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and the running of the spectral index yields
4
8
αs = −21 2 − 2 3 − 62 21 − 122 31 − D2 23 − D2 3 4 + 22 23 + 22 3 4
9 
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9
We note that at the lowest order in the HFF, ns and αs coincides with the standard expressions.

[1] Y. Akrami et al. (Planck) (2018), 1807.06211.
[2] V. F. Mukhanov, H. A. Feldman, and R. H. Brandenberger, Phys. Rept. 215, 203 (1992).
[3] J. Martin, V. Vennin, and P. Peter, Phys.Rev. D 86,
103524 (2012), 1207.2086.
[4] J. Martin and V. Vennin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 080402
(2020), 1906.04405.
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[64] M. Toroš and A. Bassi, J. Phys. A 51, 115302 (2018),
1601.02931.
[65] M. Carlesso, A. Bassi, P. Falferi, and A. Vinante, Phys.
Rev. D 94, 124036 (2016), 1606.04581.
[66] A. Tilloy and T. M. Stace, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 080402
(2019), 1901.05477.
[67] N. Aghanim et al. (Planck) (2018), 1807.06209.
[68] A. Lewis, A. Challinor, and A. Lasenby, Astrophys. J.
538, 473 (2000), astro-ph/9911177.
[69] J. Martin and D. J. Schwarz, Phys. Rev. D 67, 083512
(2003), astro-ph/0210090.

