arXiv:1903.09599v4 [astro-ph.CO] 29 Sep 2022

Prepared for submission to JCAP

Measuring the Inflaton Coupling in the CMB

Marco Drewes

Centre for Cosmology, Particle Physics and Phenomenology, Université catholique de Louvain, Louvain-la-Neuve B-1348, Belgium

Abstract. We study the perspectives to extract information about the microphysical parameters that governed the reheating process after cosmic inflation from CMB data. We identify conditions under which the inflaton coupling to other fields can be constrained for a given model of inflation without having to specify the details of the particle physics theory within which this model is realised. This is possible when the effective potential during reheating is approximately parabolic, and when the coupling constants are smaller than an upper bound that is determined by the ratios between the inflaton mass and the Planck mass or the scale of inflation. We consider scalar, Yukawa, and axion-like interactions and estimate that these conditions can be fulfilled if the inflaton coupling is comparable to the electron Yukawa coupling or smaller, and if the inflaton mass is larger than 10^5 GeV. Constraining the order of magnitude of the coupling constant requires measuring the scalar-to-tensor ratio at the level of 10^{−3}, which is possible with future CMB observatories. Such a measurement would provide an important clue to understand how a given model of inflation may be embedded into a more fundamental theory of nature.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Connecting inflation to particle physics 2 2.1 The impact of reheating on the CMB 2 2.2 The dependence of CMB observables on microphysical parameters 3

3 Conditions to measure the inflaton coupling 6 3.1 Restrictions on the potential: qualitative discussion 7 3.2 Avoiding large occupation numbers in individual modes 9 3.3 Avoiding plasma effects 10

4 The range of measurable inflaton couplings 12 4.1 Self-interactions and the effective potential 13 4.2 Interactions with other scalars 14 4.3 Two body decays into fermions 16 4.4 Gauge boson production from axion-like coupling 17

5 Discussion 17

6 Conclusions 20

A Relation between N_{re} and observables 21

B A slightly more detailed discussion of thermal feedback 22

C On the consistent description of reheating 24 C.1 Equations of motion for propagators and particle numbers 25 C.2 Equation of motion for φ 27

1 Introduction

Cosmic inflation [1–3] is currently the most popular explanation for both, the overall homogeneity and isotropy of the observable universe, and the observed correlations amongst the small cosmological perturbations that are visible in the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) and formed the seeds for galaxy formation. While the general idea that he universe underwent a phase of accelerated expansion before it entered the radiation dominated epoch provides an excellent explanation for the observed data, it is unclear what mechanism drove this expansion,^1 and how it should be embedded into a more fundamental theory of nature. Given the high energy scales that most inflationary models invoke, it seems unlikely that the mechanism of inflation and its connection to particle physics theories can be directly probed in laboratory experiments in the foreseeable future.^2 An indirect probe of this connection can, however, be obtained by studying the impact that the production of particles after inflation, known as cosmic reheating [6–13], has on cosmological observables. It is well-known that this process leaves an imprint in CMB observables through its effect on the expansion history [14–16],^3

1A partial overview of scenarios can e.g. be found in ref. [4]. 2A noteworthy exception from this rule is described in ref. [5].

3A more direct messenger could potentially be provided by gravitational waves [17], cf. also [18, 19].

– 1 – which is primarily governed by the equation of state parameter w_{re} during reheating, and by the duration of the reheating process in terms of e-folds N_{re}. In [20] it was pointed out that this effect can be used to constrain “fundamental” (microphysical) parameters, in particular the inflaton coupling(s) g to other fields. This connection has been explored quantitatively for α-attractors in [21–23]. However, translating a constraint on N_{re} into a constraint on g relies on the assumption that a relation between g and CMB observables can be established without fixing other details of the underlying particle physics model. In the present work we outline general conditions under which this is justified.

We focus on the simplest scenarios, in which the energy density during inflation is dominated by the potential energy density V(φ) of the condensate φ = ⟨Φ⟩ of a single scalar field Φ, but it is straightforward to generalise the considerations to multi-field inflation. To phrase the goal of this work more precisely, we distinguish between the following sets of microphysical parameters.

• Model of inflation: A model on inflation is defined by the choice of the effective potential V(φ). V(φ) is specified by the complete set of the inflaton’s self-interactions (i.e., operators that are constructed from Φ only) with coupling constants {v_i}.

• Inflaton couplings: We refer to all terms in the action that contain both, Φ and other fields, as inflaton couplings. Their strength is determined by a set of coupling constants {g_i}. • Full particle physics model: A given model of particle physics is typically defined by its field content and its symmetries. In general it contains a much larger set of parameters than the combined sets {v_i} and {g_i}, including the masses of the particles produced during reheating as well as their interactions amongst each other and with all other particles. We refer to the set of all parameters other than {v_i} and {g_i} as {a_i}. This set e.g. includes the parameters of the SM.

We shall in the following assume that a model of inflation has been chosen, i.e., V(φ) has been specified in terms of the {v_i}. We further assume that the numerical values of the {v_i} are either fixed by theoretical considerations or can be extracted from data. Since the number of cosmologically observable parameters is quite limited (here we consider the spectral index n_s of scalar CMB perturbations, their amplitude A_s, and the scalar to tensor ratio r), meaningful constraints on any individual microphysical parameter can only be derived if N_{re} depends on just a small number of these parameters. In the present work we address the following question. Suppose the inflaton reheats the universe through a particular type of interaction that is governed by a dimensionless coupling constant g ∈ {g_i}, what is the range of values for {v_i} and g for which these parameters can be constrained from CMB data independently of the underlying particle physics model?

2 Connecting inflation to particle physics

For the present discussion we assume that the time evolution of φ can be described by an equation of the form^4 φ̈ + (3H + Γ_φ)φ̇ + ∂_φV(φ) = 0 (2.1)

2.1 The impact of reheating on the CMB

The the primordial spectrum of perturbations before reheating is determined by V(φ) and therefore depends only on the {v_i}. If the transition from inflation to the radiation dominated

4We comment on the justification to use an equation of the form (2.1) in Appendix C.

– 2 – epoch were instantaneous, then this would entirely fix the CMB power spectrum (leaving aside foreground effects, and assuming a standard thermal history after inflation). However, reheating takes a number N_{re} of e-folds and should be regarded as a separate reheating epoch in cosmic history. This epoch begins when the universe stops accelerating (the equation of state exceeds w > −1/3) and ends when the energy density of radiation^5 ρ_R exceeds the energy density ρ_φ ≃ φ̇^2/2 + V(φ) stored in φ, i.e., the universe becomes radiation dominated (w = 1/3). The modified equation of state parameter w_{re} during reheating affects the redshifting of cosmological perturbations and thereby leaves an imprint in the CMB [14–16]. Since we can only observe the time-integrated effect, the quantities that the CMB is directly sensitive to are the duration of the reheating era in terms of e-folds N_{re} and the averaged equation of state w̄_{re} during reheating, with

w̄_{re} = 1 N_{re}

∫_{Nre} 0 w(N)dN. (2.2) Within a given model of inflation, all parameters that affect the CMB power spectrum except N_{re} are fixed by the {v_i} alone, as V(φ) permits to compute the initial spectrum of cosmological perturbations, fixes the moment when inflation ends (∂_φV(φ) > 3Hφ̇) and in good approximation determines w_{re} (since the energy density is by definition dominated by φ during reheating). The impact of N_{re} can be expressed in terms of the energy density at the end of reheating ρ_{re}. In practice ρ_{re} is often parameterised in terms of an effective temperature of the plasma formed by the decay products, the reheating temperature

π^2g_∗ 30 T^4_{re} ≡ ρ_{re} = ρ_{end} exp(−3N_{re}(1 + w̄_{re})), (2.3)

with ρ_{end} the energy density at the end of inflation. At first sight the dependence on N_{re} is quite inconvenient, as it poses a fundamental uncertainty in the fitting of the {v_i} from CMB data. It is, however, possible to turn the tables and use this dependence to constrain N_{re} and T_{re} from CMB data for a given model V(φ) by fitting N_{re} to CMB data. Such kind of constraints have been derived for a large number of models, including Starobinski inflation [24], α-attractor inflation [21–23, 25–30], natural inflation [24, 31–33], power law [34–38] and polynomial potentials [24, 39–41], Higgs inflation [24, 34], curvaton models [42], hilltop type inflation [24, 34], axion inflation [34, 43], inflection point inflation [44], fiber inflation [45], tachyon inflation [46], Kähler moduli inflation [47, 48], and other SUSY models [34, 49]. In most of these N_{re} (or equivalently T_{re}) is practically treated as a free fit parameter, without relating it to microphysics. In the present article we investigate the general conditions under which information about N_{re} obtained from the CMB can be translated into constraints on individual microphysical parameters (specifically g).

2.2 The dependence of CMB observables on microphysical parameters

Reheating ends and ρ_φ is rapidly converted into radiation once Γ_φ exceeds the Hubble rate H. As far as the effect on the expansion history is concerned this occurs almost instantaneously [14]. We work in this approximation in the following, which permits to establish the well-known relation between T_{re} or ρ_{re} and Γ_φ,

π^2g_∗ 30 T^4_{re} = ρ_R | |_{Γφ=H} = ρ_{re} . as T_{re} = √Γ_φM_{pl} ( 90 π^2g_∗

)_{1/4} | | |_{Γφ=H} , (2.4)

5We collectively refer to all relativistic particles as “radiation”, irrespectively of their spin and charges.

– 3 – with g_∗ the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom and M_{pl} = 2.435 × 10^{18} GeV the reduced Planck mass. Via the Friedmann equation

H^2 = ρ 3M^2_{pl} with ρ_{end} ≃ 4 3 V_{end} ≡ 4 3 V(φ_{end}) (2.5)

(with φ_{end} the value of φ at the end of inflation), the condition Γ_φ = H can be used to translate a bound on N_{re} into a constraint on the damping rate Γ_φ,

Γ_φ|_{Γφ=H} = 1 M_{pl} ( ρ_{end} 3 )_{1/2} e^{−3(1+w̄re)Nre/2} (2.6)

Within a given model of inflation, all parameters on the right hand side of eq. (2.6) can be constrained with CMB data. The details of this connection are not crucial for the present work, a sketch of the derivation and an explicit expression for N_{re} in terms of observables are given appendix A. Our task here is to evaluate the conditions under which (2.6) can be translated into a measurement of g. In the simplest case Γ_φ depends only on the {v_i} and g (e.g. if reheating is driven by elementary decays of inflaton quanta into light particles in vacuum, cf. table 1), meaning that a constraint on g can directly be read off (2.6). However, in practice the relation between g and cosmological observables is usually complicated and depends on the underlying particle physics model (and therefore the {a_i}) in several ways.

• Feedback effects on Γ_φ. At the end of inflation the universe is practically empty, but as soon as reheating commences, it becomes filled with particles. These particles affect Γ_φ even if the energy density is still dominated by φ, e.g. by triggering induced transitions or by scattering with the quanta that form the condensate φ. The feedback not only poses a practical challenge by making the reheating process highly non-linear and difficult to simulate [50], it also makes it impossible to constrain g independently of the particle physics model, as feedback necessarily depends on the properties of the produced particles and their occupation numbers.

• Number of degrees of freedom. The relation between N_{re} and the CMB parameters (A_s, n_s, r) depends logarithmically on the effective numbers of degrees of freedom g_∗ and g_{s∗} related to the plasma’s energy and entropy densities at the time of reheating, respectively, cf. (A.4). These parameters can only be fixed when the complete field content of the particle physics model is specified. At first sight this makes it impossible to constrain g without specifying this model. However, the resulting dependency is quite weak. Plugging (A.4) into (2.6) yields Γ_φ ∝ (g^{1/3}_{s∗} /g^{1/4}_∗ )^{6(1+w̄re )/(1−3w̄re)}, For g_{s∗} = g_∗ and w̄_{re} = 0 this reduces to Γ_φ ∝ √ g_∗. Assuming Γ_φ ∝ g^2 this only leads to a very mild dependence g ∝ g^{1/4}_∗ , which leads to an uncertainty that is well below the sensitivity of near future CMB missions unless g_∗ changed by several orders of magnitude.

• Plasma equilibration. T_{re} can be interpreted as a physical temperature only under the assumption that the bath reaches thermal equilibrium instantaneously. The equilibration affects the present discussion insofar as that deviations of the produced particles’ phase space distributions from equilibrium can lead to deviations from w = 1/3, and that it affects the relation between the right-hand side of (2.6) and the CMB parameters, cf. equation (15) and following in [21]. A recent discussion of the equilibriation can e.g. be found in [51–54]. In typical UV-completions of the SM that contain coupling constants of order one the resulting error is small, hence the assumption of fast thermalisation only imposes a comparably weak condition on the {a_i}.

– 4 –

• Standard expansion history. Throughout this work we assume a standard expansion history, i.e., radiation domination (w = 1/3) between the end of reheating and big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN).^6 If e.g. entropy was released into the plasma after reheating, then back-extrapolation of the present CMB temperature leads to an overestimate of the temperature before the moment of the release. Hence, if an unknown amount of entropy is injected after reheating, one can only obtain an upper bound on g from the CMB.

• Gravitational waves. Tensor perturbations can also be caused by gravitational waves generated after inflation, and this can affect the observed value of r.^7 If the gravitational waves are caused by the inflationary sector (e.g. they were generated during reheating), their effect on r can at least in principle be computed with knowledge of the {v_i}, otherwise this brings in dependencies on the {a_i}. In models where r is dominated by contributions that were generated after inflation and that are not calculable from knowledge of the {v_i}, one cannot use r for the approach proposed here. One may, however, still utilise n_s (and potentially future measurements of its running).

• Foreground and late time effects. Assuming that all astrophysical foregrounds have been identified and removed from the CMB data, there can be cosmological effects that are not part of the concordance model. These can e.g. be caused by comparably light new particles at later times, which can modify CMB observables in different ways. On one hand, they can affect the propagation of photons after their decoupling, e.g. through cosmic birefringence caused by a modification of Maxwell’s equation (cf. [57] and reference therein), On the other hand, they can modify the interactions of particles before photon decoupling [58]. A well-studied example are neutrino non-standard interactions [59–61]. The existence of light new particles is strongly constrained by cosmology and experiments. If they are light during photon decoupling they introduce deviations from the SM prediction for the effective number of relativistic species N^{SM}_{eff} = 3.0440 ± 0.0002 [62] (cf. also [63–65]) which are strongly constrained by observations [66, 67]. If they are heavier, there are constraints from experiment and astrophysics, cf. [68] for a review. The approach proposed here is not applicable to specific models that can avoid all of these constraints.

• Instantaneous decay. We assume that the conversion of the remaining inflaton energy density ρ_φ into ρ_R occurs instantaneously when Γ_φ = H. While this is usually a good approximation, relaxing it introduces a mild dependence on g_∗ during the transitional phase, which we ignore here.

• Radiative corrections. We define the {v_i} as the microphysical parameters that characterise the effective potential during reheating. The CMB anisotropies are generated during the slow roll phase (which is sensitive to a different part of V(φ)) and do not directly probe the shape of the potential near its minimum. Since inflation and reheating can occur at different energy scales, a fully consistent determination of the {v_i} may require solving renormalisation group equations that in principle bring in a dependence on the {a_i}. Radiative corrections can further affect the relation between the parameters in the Lagrangian and the properties of the perturbations generated during inflation in models where the field space trajectories during inflation can be sensitive to small corrections (e.g. inflection point inflation). In section 4 we find that a determination of

6A critical discussion of this assumption can be found in [55].

7Observationally they may e.g. be spotted due to deviations from the relation r + 8nt = 0 between r and the spectral index of tensor perturbations nt, as observations are in principle able to distinguish different sources of tensor modes [56].

– 5 – g from the CMB is only possible for comparably small values of the inflaton coupling constants, which suggests that these effects are subdominant in the regime where the methods discussed here can be applied [69, 70].

• Multifield effects. Many single field models of inflation are motivated by particle physics theories that predict the existence of multiple scalar fields. During inflation one can justify the single field description by identifying the inflaton with the relevant direction in field space. It is in general not clear whether this can be justified during reheating, cf. e.g. [71]. There are at least two qualitatively different effects that can arise from this even if we assume that all other scalar fields have relaxed to their minimal before or during inflation. Firstly, quantum fluctuations [72, 73] of light spectator fields can build up on super-horizon scales (cf. [74] and references therein for a recent discussion) and locally displace those fields away from the minima of their potential. They may either get trapped in false vacua that subsequently decay or oscillate around the true minima. This can affect the thermal history during reheating [75]. These effects strongly depend on the field content of the theory in which a given model. Based on the considerations in appendix B it seems that they are unlikely to affect N_{re} unless the energy stored in these degrees of freedom dominates the universe. Secondly, in models that feature kinetic mixing between the fields, a non-trivial metric in field space that can introduce instabilities [76] that lead to violent particle production. This is, for instance, wellknown to occur in α-attractor models [77–79] and in models with non-minimal coupling to gravity [80, 81] (including Higgs inflation [82]), where the non-trivial field space metric is introduced by the mapping between the Einstein and Jordan frame.^8 In the present work we focus on phenomena that can be described within the single field framework, additional conditions that arise from specific embeddings in multifield models may exist, but have to be studied in each model separately.

To summarise, within the set of models where our approach is in principle applicable, the main complication arises from feedback effects of the produced particles on the dissipation rate Γ_φ. All other effects are either subdominant in the regimes identified in section 4, or only lead to mild restrictions on the properties of the underlying particle physics theories. We shall therefore focus on the conditions that can be derived from the requirement to avoid feedback.

3 Conditions to measure the inflaton coupling

Feedback typically becomes relevant when the occupation numbers in the plasma approach unity. One can roughly distinguish two effects.

1) Quantum statistical effects. When the occupation numbers of individual modes in which particles are being produced reach unity, quantum statistical effects considerably modify the particle production rate for these modes. Depending on the spin of the final state particles, this either enhances Γ_φ by induced transitions or suppresses the rate due to Pauli blocking.

2) Plasma effects. When the overall density of particles in the plasma becomes too large, then scatterings between the (quasi)particles that make up the plasma and those that form φ become frequent and modify Γ_φ.

8If the mixing occurs only with other fields in the (multi-field) inflaton sector, then Γφ may formally still be independent of the {ai} (because the parameters in the extended inflaton sector belong to the set {vi}), though the determination of its functional form would be practically difficult due to highly non-linear and the non-perturbative behaviour. In practice the explosive particle production will almost always introduce {ai}-dependencies through subsequent particle decays and scatterings.

– 6 –

In the following we restrict the discussion to scenarios where the cosmos is reheated during oscillations of φ around its potential minimum. Other forms of reheating, such as tachyonic instabilities, are generally driven by non-perturbative processes that introduce a complicated dependence of Γ_φ on time and the {a_i}. In this situation, one can broadly distinguish the following mechanisms to reheat the universe,

(i) elementary decays of inflaton quanta,

(ii) annihilations of inflaton quanta,

(iii) scatterings of inflaton quanta with other particles.

(iv) non-perturbative production of particles from the time-dependent background provided by φ,

(v) gravitational effects.

We shall neglect (v) in the following, as it tends to be sub-dominant when other channels exist.^9 The mechanisms (i), (ii) and (iv) all can potentially generate large occupation numbers in specific momentum modes well before the overall density of the produced particles becomes large. We shall therefore discuss feedback of type 1) first. It is convenient to introduce the small parameters ε_{pl} ≡ m_φ/M_{pl} , ε_φ ≡ m_φ/φ_{end}. (3.1)

3.1 Restrictions on the potential: qualitative discussion

We will see in section 4.1 that the requirement to avoid a so-called broad resonance due to the non-perturbative particle production (iv) practically restricts us to scenarios where φ_{end} is small enough that V(φ) can be approximated by a parabola, i.e., the mildly non-linear regime where reheating can be modelled by a harmonic oscillator with time dependent frequency and damping. We can intuitively understand this point already without diving too deeply into computations by using the adiabaticity condition on the dispersion relations W_ϕ for screened ϕ-particles ∂_tW_ϕ W^2_ϕ

≪ 1, (3.2)

which we use as a rough estimator for the presence of highly efficient non-perturbative particle production in a so-called broad resonance. The full dispersion relation W_ϕ is defined as a pole of the resummed propagator,^{10} in a simple scalar field theory it can be approximated as W_ϕ ≃ Ω^2_ϕ = k^2 + M^2_ϕ, with M_ϕ an effective mass that in general depends on φ and the properties of the screening plasma. For vanishing field value it reduces to Ω^2_ϕ = k^2 + M^2_ϕ = Ω^2_ϕ|_{φ=0}, with M_ϕ a thermal mass that includes corrections to the tree-level pole mass m_ϕ at the potential minimum in vacuum due to screening by the plasma.^{11} The key point is that the same types of Feynman diagrams from which Γ_φ and V are computed also appear in the Φ-self-energy

9For g within the range permitted by the considerations in section 4, a pure coupling to gravity typically leads to fragmentation [83] before the end of the reheating epoch (cf. [84, 85] for analytic estimates). However, as long as this mainly transforms the coherent condensate φ into a plasma of non-relativistic Φ-particles that decay perturbatively this should not change our conclusions. The reason is that the perturbative decay rate of the latter equals the decay rate Γφ of the condensate at leading order when non-linear effects can be neglected.

10To be precised, we define W_ϕ as the real part of the pole of the spectral function, i.e., the Fourier transform of the spectral propagator Δ^−_ϕ defined in (C.1) with respect to x1 − x2.

11Here we for simplicity assume that the potential minimum is at φ = 0, which is not true in many inflationary models. However, all subsequent arguments hold if we replace φ by the deviation of the field from its value at the minimum.

– 7 – and therefore determine the pole of the Φ-propagator, which defines Ω_ϕ. Hence, oscillations with an amplitude that is large enough that non-linear terms in the equation of motion for φ dominate automatically imply large φ-dependent corrections to the pole of the ϕ-propagator that violate the adiabaticity condition (3.2).

To illustrate this, let us consider a symmetric tree level potential with a ground state at vanishing field value, which we expand as V (Φ) =^1_2 m^2_ϕΦ^2 +^1_{4!} λ_ϕΦ^4 + O[Φ^6]. If we (for simplicity) place Φ in a thermal bath of temperature T , the dispersion relation reads W^2_ϕ ≃ Ω^2_ϕ = k^2 + M^2_ϕ, while we find ∂^2_φV(φ) = M^2_ϕ + O[φ^6] , with the same correction M^2_ϕ = m^2_ϕ + λ_ϕT^2/4! +^{λϕ}_2 φ^2 = M^2_ϕ +^{λϕ}_2 φ^2.^{12} The quartic term in V(φ) dominates for φ^2 > φ^2_c , with

φ_c ≡ 12M^2_ϕ /λ_ϕ. (3.3)

When the amplitude of the oscillations greatly exceeds φ_c we can approximate V(φ) ≃ λ_ϕφ^4/4!. In this regime the φ-dependent term^{λϕ}_2 φ^2 in M^2_ϕ is larger than the φ-independent term M^2_ϕ. Hence, M^2_ϕ is strongly time dependent, leading to a violation of the condition (3.2). Neglecting dissipation, (2.1) can be solved by^{13} φ(t) ≃ { φ_{end}cn(1/ √ 2, √ λ_ϕ/6φ_{end}t) φ_{end} ≫ φ_c φ_{end} cos(M_ϕt) φ_{end} ≪ φ_c

(3.4)

where φ_{end} is the field value at the end of inflation. Expanding the elliptic cosine^{14} one finds that φ(t) ≃ φ_{end} cos(ωt) (3.5)

in both, the quadratic regime (amplitude ≪ φ_c) and the quartic regime (amplitude ≫ φ_c), with ω ≃ √ λ_ϕ/6 φ_{end} for φ_{end} ≫ φ_c , ω ≃ M_ϕ for φ_{end} ≪ φ_c, (3.6)

which can be inserted into Ω_ϕ. Demanding that (3.2) holds at all times imposes an upper bound on λ_ϕφ^2_{end} that can be written as

λ_ϕφ^2_{end} ≪ ω^2f(Ω_ϕ/ω) (3.7)

The most general expression for f(x) is lengthy and not illuminating. For the present discussion it is sufficient to know that f(x) ≃ {_{27}

2 x^4 x > 1 4x^3 x ≪ 1

, (3.8)

and that f(1) ≃ 14.45. Together with (3.6) and the knowledge that φ_c ≫ M_ϕ this shows that (3.2) can never be fulfilled for φ_{end} > φ_c. In the quadratic regime φ_{end} < φ_c, on the other hand, the adiabaticity condition translates into λ_ϕφ^2_{end} ≪ M^2_ϕf(1) ≃^{27}_2 Ω^4_ϕ/M^2_ϕ , which is always fulfilled for φ_{end} ≪ φ_c and mildly saturated for φ_{end} = φ_c. Hence, (3.2) is always

12Here we have taken the high temperature limit and only considered the leading term, more accurate expressions can e.g. be found in [86, 87] and references therein.

13This approximation is conservative because the oscillations usually do not immediately start after the end of inflation, but there is a brief period of “fast roll”. Also neglecting this is conservative in the present context because φ would decrease during this period.

14To be explicit, cn(1/ √ 2, x) = A ∑_∞ n=0 cn cos(bnx) with A = 4.79257, cn =^{e−π(n+1/2)}_{1+e−2π(n+1/2)} , and bn = π 3.70815 (2n + 1).

– 8 – violated in the quartic regime and generally fulfilled in the quadratic regime. As stated before, the reason lies in the fact that the same types of terms appear in the equation of motion for φ and the Φ-propagator.^{15} Hence, a determination of g independent of the underlying particle physics model is only possible if the inflaton oscillations occur in the mildly non-linear regime with

φ_{end} < φ_c , M_ϕ ≃ M_ϕ , ω ≃ M_ϕ , V_{end} ≃ 1 2 M^2_ϕ φ^2_{end}. (3.9)

This conclusion will be backed up by a more detailed computation in section 4.1.

3.2 Avoiding large occupation numbers in individual modes

Large occupation numbers can be avoided in two ways: Either the produced particles decay into other particles within one oscillation, or the expansion of the universe redshifts the particles’ momenta out of the resonance bands. Since the decay rates of the produced particles necessarily depend on the {a_i}, Γ_φ in such scenarios necessarily depends on the {a_i}.^{16} The redshifting, on the other hand, depends on the equation of state, which is dominated by φ, and therefore in good approximation independent of the {a_i}. Hence, redshifting is the only way to reduce the particle numbers in a a_i-independent way. If the range Δk of momenta k = |k| over which particles are produced is narrow enough, large occupation numbers can be avoided by redshifting alone, and Γ_φ is a function of g only (in addition to the {v_i}). This is much more difficult if the particles are produced efficiently over a broad range of momenta. We will therefore, to be conservative, impose two conditions,

I) that efficient particle production occurs only for a narrow range Δk ≪ k of momenta k and II) that the universe expands fast enough to redshift these momenta before the occupation numbers in mode k reach unity.

The second condition can be quantified by estimating how many particles are being produced during the time Δt that it takes to redshift a momentum k out of the band Δk. For Δk/k ≪ 1 we can Taylor expand in Δt to estimate Δk/k = 1−a(t)/a(t+Δt) ≃ H(t)Δt, so Δt ≃ Δk/(kH). Denoting the rate at which the occupation numbers in mode k grow by Γ_k, we arrive at the simple condition

Γ_k H Δk k ≪ 1. (3.10)

Non-perturbative particle production. The non-perturbative particle production (iv) tends to be very efficient, leading to O[1] occupation numbers, strong feedback, and resonant particle production within a few oscillations [9]. We shall therefore deal with the nonperturbative production first. Using (3.5), the equations for the mode functions X_k of fields

15This connection is of course absent when it comes to the adiabaticity condition for the modes of fields X other that Φ, whose effective mass MX is not directly connected to V(φ) and may be smaller or larger than M_ϕ. Hence, ΩX may be smaller or larger than ω in both, the quadratic or quartic regimes (and even for larger elongations), depending on the vacuum mass of X , its interactions, and T , all of which enter MX and are part of the {ai}.

16In the adiabatic regime with MX ≃ MX the decay is generally slower that the oscillations because the leading processes typically require MX < ω, cf. table 1. At the same time one can only speak of particles for ΓX < MX , with ΓX the inverse lifetime. Hence, it is impossible to achieve a decay within one oscillation, which would require ΓX > ω. However, the time dependence of MX also induces a time-dependence of ΓX . Assuming ΓX ∼ a^2MX and MX ∼ aφ, cf. appendix C, it is straightforward to see that ΓX can easily exceed ω when the elongation is maximal (φ ∼ φ_{end}). This is e.g. occurs for Higgs inflation [88].

– 9 – that couple to φ can be brought into the form of the usual Mathieu equation,

X^{′′}_k (z) + [ A_k − 2q cos(2z) ] X_k(z) = 0. (3.11)

with z ∼ tω (for the moment ignoring prefactors and phase shifts). The Mathieu equation shows instabilities that indicate resonant particle production. The conditions under which resonant production occurs have been studied in detail in ref. [13]. Here we use the results of this work to phrase our conditions I) and II) in terms of q and A_k,

I) The width of the resonance bands of (3.11) scales as ∼ q, so the condition to avoid a broad resonance translates into q ≪ 1.^{17}

II) In the regime q < 1 the rate of resonant particle production can be estimated as ∼ qω.

The effective width of the first band is roughly ∼ qω/2, while the momenta of the produced particles can be estimated as ω/2. Hence, (3.10) requires q^2ω ≪ H. For simplicity and to be conservative we impose the condition at the beginning of reheating, which is sufficient to ensure that the condition holds during reheating in the scenarios that we consider here because q^2 decreases quicker with time than H.

Elementary decays and scatterings. The conditions q ≪ 1 and q^2ω ≪ H ensure that the non-perturbative particle production (iv) does not trigger a parametric resonance. Elementary 1 → 2 decays (i) and 2 → 2 annihilations (ii) of particles at rest also lead to high occupation numbers because they exclusively populate narrow ranges of modes k ∼ M_ϕ/2 and k ∼ M_ϕ, respectively.^{18} Let us consider 1 → 2 decays of quanta that compose the condensate into X -quasiparticles of mass M_X , which dominate at small field values. The range Δk over which the produced particles’ momenta k are spread is affected by two factors: The “natural line width” for fixed masses M_ϕ and M_X , and the spread caused by the time dependence of the effective masses M_ϕ and M_X . We can approximate the former by Γ_{φ→X X} and the latter by qω,^{19} where Γ_{φ→X X} is the rate of elementary decays. Here we have used the fact that the discussion following (3.2) restricts us to the mildly non-linear regime (3.9) to set ω ≃ M_ϕ and M_ϕ ≃ M_ϕ. Further recalling that condition I) enforces M^2_X ≪ M^2_ϕ, and that the contribution to Γ_k from narrow resonance in the first band is also ∼ qω, we can conclude that Δk can be estimated by the natural line width Γ_k whenever perturbative decay dominates over the narrow resonance. Hence, condition II) as expressed in Eq. (3.10) applied to perturbative decay reads Γ^2_k/ω ≪ H with Γ_k ≃ Γ_{φ→X X} . Since Γ_k ≤ Γ_φ and Γ_k ≪ ω, this condition is always fulfilled before the moment when H = Γ_φ and reheating ends, and the perturbative decay does not trigger a parametric resonance. Hence, the conditions q < 1 and q^2ω ≪ H are sufficient to avoid {a_i}-dependencies of the CMB observables due to resonant particle production triggered by quantum statistical effects.

3.3 Avoiding plasma effects

For the discussion of plasma effects we assume that the plasma of decay products can be described by a thermal bath with an effective temperature T .^{20} The presence of the plasma can

17This is a conservative criterion for which we assumed that A_k can be small for small momenta. If the produced particles are heavier than ω, then the range of A_k may be restricted to be larger than 1, in which case the width of the bands is smaller.

18In principle higher harmonics in the expansion of φ(t) beyond (3.5) and sub-leading terms in the expansion in the couplings both give rise to processes with energies given by integer multiples of ω in the initial state, cf. e.g. Sec. 6 in [89], leading to an extended set of possible momenta for the produced particles. For the present discussion it is sufficient to consider the leading terms because they would reach large occupation numbers first.

19The estimate is consistent with (4.10).

20This is well-justified if ω < ΓX , with ΓX the typical relaxation rate for the most relevant modes in the plasma of decay products X . In this regime elementary decays are, however, typically forbidden because they

– 10 – affect Γ_φ in several ways, cf. e.g. [84, 90–106] and references therein. Firstly, quantum statistical effects (induced transitions and Pauli blocking) can enhance or suppress the elementary decays (i) and annihilations (ii) that are already present at T = 0 in a way that depends on the time evolution of T , and therefore on the {a_i}. This roughly occurs when the temperature T reaches m_ϕ.^{21} Secondly, the presence of the plasma opens up new channels of dissipation via elementary processes, such as scatterings (iii) of the quanta in the condensate φ with quasiparticles from the bath. These typically also become relevant for T ∼ m_ϕ. Finally, thermal corrections to the quasiparticle dispersion relations (typically of order aT , with a ∈ {a_i} the relevant coupling) strongly affect the kinematics for T > M_ϕ/a. Since the thermal correction in M_ϕ is always smaller than T , this practically amounts to T > m_ϕ/a. We give some explicit examples to illustrate this behaviour in table 1.

Hence, we can neglect thermal feedback on Γ_φ if T remains below m_ϕ.^{22} One may therefore be tempted to impose the condition T_{max} < m_ϕ, with T_{max} the maximal temperature during the reheating epoch. This condition would, however, be too conservative: While thermal feedback on Γ_φ generally modifies the thermal history during reheating (which can e.g. have an impact on the abundance of thermal relics) [84, 85, 107], it does not necessarily mean that the CMB observables are affected by the {a_i} because the CMB is not directly sensitive to the thermal history during reheating [20]. The thermal corrections only affect the observables (n_s, A_s, r) if they shift the moment Γ_φ = H and thereby modify N_{re}, i.e., change the expansion history. However, even this overly conservative criterion turns out to be weaker than the bounds derived from the requirement q^2ω ≪ H derived from condition II), as we will confirm in Sec. 4.

We denote by Γ_0 the rate of perturbative reheating at T = 0 and by T_n the temperature at which thermal corrections become sizeable, i.e, the solution of the equation |Γ_φ −Γ_0|/Γ_0 = c in T , with c some number of order unity. For the sake of definiteness we shall use c = 1. From the explicit expressions in table 1 one can see that T_n ∼ m_ϕ, neglecting numerical prefactors of order unity that depend on the process under consideration. For the following discussion it is useful to introduce the would-be reheating temperature T_{re0} = √ Γ_0M_{pl}(^{90}_{π2g∗} )^{1/4} and

the would-be maximal temperature T_{max0} ≃ (Γ_0M_{pl}/g_∗)^{1/4}V^{1/8}_{end} that one obtains by setting Γ_φ = Γ_0 in (2.4) and (B.1), respectively [108]. Thermal corrections affect the thermal history of the universe (i.e., the time evolution of T ) if T_{max0} > T_n [84]. For T_n ∼ m_ϕ and V_{end} ∼ 1 2 m^2_ϕφ^2_{end} this roughly happens when Γ_0/m_ϕ > g_∗^{mϕ}_{Mpl}^{mϕ}_{φend} . For the 1 → 2 decays in table 1 this translates into an upper bound on the coupling constant g which parametrically reads as g ≪ (g_∗ε_{pl}ε_φ)^{1/2}, where the prefactor depends on the interaction. This constraint on g is weaker than the constraints on g that we derive from the absence of parametric resonances in the next sections. We can therefore conclude that thermal effects do not modify N_{re} in

require ω > MX , cf. table 1, while one generally expects ΓX < MX . For ω > ΓX the use of an effective temperature T to characterise the occupation numbers in the plasma can still be justified if the φ elongation is small enough that deviations from (3.9) can be treated perturbatively, and provided that ΓX ≫ Γφ. Since the conditions I) and II) restrict us to scenarios with g ≪ 1 (while the decay products can have gauge interactions with a ∼ O[1]) this is a reasonable assumption. A more detailed discussion can e.g. be found in [51–54].

21In principle thermalised particles are less dangerous in this regard than the narrow resonance bands, as a given energy density ρR results in lower occupation numbers in each mode when it is spread over a wider range of momenta. On the other hand this also makes it more difficult to reduce the occupation numbers by redshifting once they reach unity. This is the reason why the conditions I) and II) previously formulated are not necessarily sufficient to avoid a thermally induced resonance.

22One may wonder to what degree this argument can be generalised beyond the specific interactions given in table 1. In fact this generalisation is straightforward because it only relies on kinematic considerations. Neglecting subleading corrections (cf. footnote 18) and still restricting ourselves to the mildly non-linear regime, 1 → 2 decays and annihilations of the quanta that constitute φ amongst each other primarily produce particles with energies ∼ M_ϕ/2 and ∼ M_ϕ, respectively.

– 11 – interaction process contribution to Γ_φ gΦχ^2 φ → χχ^{g2}_{8πMϕ} ( 1 − 2M_χ/M_ϕ )_{1/2}( 1 + 2f_B(M_ϕ/2) ) θ(M_ϕ − 2M_χ) [109] h 4 Φ^2χ^2 φφ → χχ^{h2φ2}_{256πMϕ} ( 1 − M_χ/M_ϕ )_{1/2}( 1 + 2f_B (M_ϕ) ) θ(M_ϕ − M_χ) [102] α Λ ΦF_{μν}F̃^{μν} φ → γγ^{α2}_{4π}^{M 3ϕ}_{Λ2} ( 1 − 2M_γ/M_ϕ )_{1/2}( 1 + 2f_B (M_ϕ/2) ) θ(M_ϕ − 2M_γ ) [110] yΦψ̄ψ φ → ψψ̄, M_ψ ≃ m_ψ y^2 8π M_ϕ ( 1 − 2m_ψ/M_ϕ )_{3/2}( 1 − 2f_F (M_ϕ/2) ) θ(M_ϕ − 2m_ψ) [101] φ → ψψ̄, M_ψ ≫ m_ψ y^2 8π M_ϕ ( 1 − 2M_ψ/M_ϕ )_{1/2}( 1 − 2f_F (M_ϕ/2) ) θ(M_ϕ − 2M_ψ) [101]

.

Table 1: Contributions to Γφ from different decay and annihilation processes in a thermal plasma involving scalars Φ and χ, fermions ψ with gauge interactions, and U(1) gauge bosons γ with field strength tensor Fμν . Small letters denote vacuum masses and capital letters denote effective masses in a thermal bath (including the vacuum mass and thermal corrections). fB (ω) = (e^{ω/T} − 1)^{−1} and fF (ω) = (e^{ω/T} + 1)^{−1} are the Bose-Einstein and Fermi-Dirac distributions, respectively, and Λ is some heavy mass scale. Some of the rates given here have been computed for particle decays (rather than condensate decay), but we can take advantage of the fact that these rates in the regime (3.9) are at leading order identical for 1 → 2 decays, cf. appendix C and footnote 18.

the regime where conditions I) and II) are fulfilled. We present a slightly more quantitative discussion of this point in appendix B.

4 The range of measurable inflaton couplings

In the following we study the conditions introduced in section 3 quantitatively for specific types of interactions. The parametric dependence of the restrictions on g turns out to be rather generic, indicating that these results hold for a broad range of interaction terms. Large occupation numbers can be avoided if g is sufficiently small, so that the transfer of energy from φ to radiation is rather slow and the occupation numbers are reduced due to redshift before they can reach unity.^{23} On the other hand, if g is too small, the universe fails to reheat the universe efficiently. A model-independent condition can be phrased as

III) T_{re} must be larger than the temperature T_{BBN} needed to explain the observed abundances of light elements with BBN.

The earliest process that directly affects BBN is the freeze-out of the SM neutrinos, which occurs at temperatures around 1 MeV for neutrino momenta of order of the temperature. We shall take T_{BBN} = 10 MeV as a conservative estimate to avoid any impact on BBN. Most scenarios of baryogenesis or dark matter production require much higher temperatures, but the precise value is strongly model-dependent. The condition T_{re} > T_{BBN} is both conservative and robust in the sense that is it model-independent and based on observation. Note that condition III) is qualitatively different from conditions I) and II) because it is a hard observational bound; failure to fulfil it implies that a given scenario is ruled out. Conditions I) and II), on the other hand, only restrict the range of values for which g can be constrained from CMB data independently of the {a_i}, and may be violated in nature.

In [22] it was found that the constraint (2.6) on Γ_φ can, roughly speaking, be converted into a constraint on g if g < 10^{−5}. The reheating temperature is high enough to be consistent

23Since the relation (2.6) constrains Γφ at the moment when reheating ends, it is strictly speaking not necessary to demand that the occupation numbers remain below unity at all times as long as the feedback does not enhance Γφ so much that it exceeds the rate of Hubble expansion H. An enhanced Γφ that remains below H modifies the thermal history, but not Nre [20, 84]. More precisely, our results still apply as long as Γφ is dominated by elementary processes in the moment when Γφ = H.

– 12 – with the observational constraint from BBN if g > 10^{−15}. This leaves about ten orders of magnitude for which the inflaton coupling can be “measured” from the CMB. These results reported in ref. [22] are rather independent of the specific interaction that couples the inflaton to radiation (i.e., whether g is a coupling to bosons or fermions). In the present work we use simple well-known relations to investigate the origin of this general behaviour, which we find is not restricted to α-attractor models.

4.1 Self-interactions and the effective potential Splitting Φ = φ + ϕ into the expectation value φ and fluctuations ϕ, we shall first consider the production of inflaton particles ϕ due to self-interactions. For later use, we consider general couplings of the form L ⊃ c_{(n,m)}Φ^nχ^mΛ^{4−m−n} (4.1)

between Φ and another scalar field χ, with dimensionless Wilson coefficients c_{(n,m)} and some mass scale Λ. For terms with mass dimension D > 4 (with D = n + m here) we shall interpret (4.1) as an effective field theory with a cutoff Λ that is larger than all other physical scales. In terms with n+m < 4, on the other hand, one should not interpret Λ as the cutoff in an effective field theory, but rather as a conveniently chosen scale to make the coupling dimensionless. We may therefore assume

Λ = m_ϕ for n + m < 4 , Λ ≫ m_ϕ, T, φ for n + m > 4 , (4.2)

where the former choice is arbitrary and for convenience. The terms in (4.1) generate terms (_n l ) c_{(n,m)}φ^lϕ^{n−l}χ^mΛ^{4−m−n} with l ≤ n. φ(t)^l = [φ_{end} cos(m_ϕt)]^l, can be decomposed into a series of terms ∝ φ^l cos(ωt), with ω given by integer multiples of m_ϕ up to lm_ϕ. These operators generate time dependent masses for ϕ and χ, leading to particle production. At tree level, only the terms with (m, l) = (0, n − 2) and (m, l) = (2, n) contribute.^{24} The terms with m = 0 and n−l = 2 in (4.1) lead to tree level contributions to the effective ϕ masses M_ϕ and can therefore induce self-resonances. The criterion (3.9) is a necessary, but not a sufficient one to avoid a self-resonance. The mode equation for ϕ then receives contributions from all terms in (4.1) with n − l = 2 and m = 0,

ϕ̈_k(t) + [ k^2 + m^2_ϕ + ∑ n n(n − 1)c_{(n,0)}φ^{n−2}Λ^{4−n} ] ϕ_k(t) = 0 (4.3)

Here we consider only renormalisable interactions, as terms with n + m > 4 are suppressed by negative powers of Λ. This leaves us with the terms for n = 3 and n = 4. Assuming that only one or the other is important at a given time, we can use the following relations

A_k =

(2ω_ϕ)^2

ω^2 , q = 2g_ϕ φ_{end} ω^2

, z = (tω + π)/2 [for the g_ϕ 3! Φ^3 interaction] (4.4)

A_k = ω^2_ϕ ω^2

+ 2q , q = λ_ϕ 8 φ^2_{end} ω^2

, z = tω + π/2 [for the λ_ϕ 4! Φ^4 interaction], (4.5)

where we have defined c_{(4,0)} = λ_ϕ/4!, c_{(3,0)} = g_ϕ/(3!Λ) and ω_ϕ = √ k^2 + m^2_ϕ. Using the standard relations (2.5) this can be translated into

λ_ϕ ≪ 8 ω^2 φ^2_{end} , λ_ϕ ≪ 8 √ 2 3 V^{1/4}_{end} φ_{end} ω φ_{end} √ ω M_{pl} , g_ϕ ≪ 6ω^2 φ_{end} , g_ϕ ≪ √ 24 V^{1/4}_{end} φ_{end} ω √ ω M_{pl} . (4.6)

24A systematic way to include quantum corrections has e.g. been developed in [111], cf. appendix C.

– 13 –

Using (3.9) with m_ϕ ∼ M_ϕ at the end of reheating (cf. Sec. 3.3), this simplifies to

λ_ϕ ≪ 8ε^2_φ , λ_ϕ ≪ 5.5 ε^{3/2}_φ ε^{1/2}_{pl} , g_ϕ/m_ϕ ≪ 6ε_φ , g_ϕ/m_ϕ ≪ 33 ε^{1/2}_φ ε^{1/2}_{pl} . (4.7)

in the notation (3.1). Ignoring all numerical factors, one can therefore roughly summarise (4.7) as c_{(4,0)} ≪ min(ε^2_φ, ε^{3/2}_φ ε^{1/2}_{pl} ) , c_{(3,0)} ≪ min(ε_φ, ε^{1/2}_φ ε^{1/2}_{pl} ) (4.8)

At this point we shall question our restriction to values n ≤ 4, which we justified with the suppression of higher order terms in (4.3) by powers of φ/Λ, assuming that Λ must be larger than φ in (4.2). This assumption is motivated by an interpretation of (4.1) as an effective field theory during reheating [112] with a cutoff Λ that exceeds all other relevant scales. Terms with Λ ∼ M_{pl} can certainly be expected from gravitational effects. An effective field theory approach with a lower cutoff can also be justified after integrating out fields with masses that exceed m_ϕ and the energies of particles produced during reheating, in which case Λ should be identified with the mass of the lightest field that was integrated out. In principle there is no reason why φ should remain smaller than the cutoff, as φ does not correspond to the mass of any physical particle. However, the non-perturbative mechanism (iv) can produce particles with masses much larger than m_ϕ [113]. This is evident from the fact that the Mathieu equation (3.11) has resonance bands for A_k ≫ 1.^{25} Hence, when using a cutoff Λ < M_{pl} one has to check explicitly that particle production from terms with n > 4 does not lead to feedback effects.

In summary, the previous considerations show that the upper bound on the inflaton selfcouplings from the requirement that Γ_φ is independent of the {a_i} is given by the ratios (3.1) of m_ϕ and other physical scales, and that the power at which these ratios appear is determined by the power n at which Φ appears in the respective term. More precisely, the power of the small parameters is given by the power at which φ appears in Ω^2_k. These conditions appear to be consistent with what was found in an analysis for the specific case of α-attractor models in [114].

Before moving on, we shall briefly come back to the point that g can only be independent of the {a_i} if φ_{end} is small enough the oscillations happen in the mildly non-linear regime in which V(φ) is approximately parabolic, which we already mentioned after (3.2). It is straightforward to see that it is impossible to fulfil condition I) by plugging (3.6) into (4.6).^{26}

4.2 Interactions with other scalars

The mode equation for χ receives contributions from all terms in (4.1) with n = l and m = 2,

χ̈_k(t) + [ k^2 + m^2_χ + ∑ n 2c_{(n,2)}φ^nΛ^{2−n} ] χ_k(t) = 0. (4.9)

25The heaviest particles produced gravitationally roughly have a mass mX corresponding to H at the end of inflation. Using (2.5), (3.9) and M_ϕ ≃ m_ϕ we can estimate the maximal mX as ∼ m_ϕφ_{end}/M_{pl}. For non-perturbative production from φ-oscillations we can use (3.2) and footnote 26. With (4.12) and (4.16) one parametrically finds that the maximal mX scales as ∼ (gφ_{end}m_ϕ)^{1/3} and ∼ φ_{end} √ h/8, indicating that (4.2) may be too conservative, and using a cutoff Λ < φ_{end} can be justified even during preheating.

26 In this context it is instructive to compare the requirement q ≪ 1 from condition I) to the adiabaticity condition (3.2) that has to be violated to efficiently produce heavy particles. For the c_{(3,0)}Φ^3 interaction the adiabaticity condition (3.2) translates into 2q ≪ A^{3/2}_k , for quartic interaction λ_ϕΦ^4/4! one finds q ≪ (6A_k + 9A^2_k −^2_3 ((1 + 6A_k)^{3/2} − 1))^{1/2}/6. For A_k ≪ 1 this coincides with the condition 2q ≪ A^{3/2}_k , and for A_k ≫ 1 is reproduces the commonly used condition 2q ≪ A_k. Note that (ω_ϕ/ω)^2 ≥ 1 in the quadratic regime while (ω_ϕ/ω)^2 < 1 in the quartic regime, so that condition I) tends to be stronger than (3.2) in the quadratic regime while (3.2) is stronger in the quartic regime.

– 14 –

Comparing to (3.11), we can infer that the parameter which q quantifies the amplitude of the time-dependent mass and has a contribution that parametrically scales as

q ∼ c_{(n,2)}φ^nΛ^{2−n}/ω^2. (4.10)

Both conditions I) and II) impose upper bounds on q and therefore c_{(n,2)}. From (4.10) it is clear that the power n at which Φ appears in (4.1) is decisive, and that the upper bound on the coupling c_{(n,2)} is stronger for larger n. We therefore classify the different interactions according to n, which turns out to be more relevant than e.g. the spin of the produced particles.

Scalar two body decays. Consider a coupling of the form gΦχ^2 to another scalar χ, where g = c_{(1,2)}Λ in the notation of (4.1). The equation for χ-modes in Minkowski space reads

χ̈_k(t) + [ k^2 + m^2_χ + 2gφ(t) ] χ_k(t) = 0 (4.11)

We can bring the mode equation (4.11) into the form (3.11) with

A_k =

(2ω_χ)^2

ω^2

, q = 4 gφ_{end} m^2_ϕ

, z = (tω + π)/2 [for the gΦχ^2 interaction], (4.12)

with ω_χ = √ k^2 + m^2_χ. With the T → 0 limit of the rate for φ → χχ decays given in table 1 and using (3.9) as well as (4.2) the conditions I)-III) translate into

φ_{end} g m_ϕ < m_ϕ 4 , φ_{end} g m_ϕ < √ m_ϕ 24M_{pl} V^{1/4}_{end} , g m_ϕ > T_{BBN} √ m_ϕM_{pl} π ( g_∗ 32 45 )_{1/4} . (4.13)

We can simplify this to g m_ϕ ≪ 1 4 ε_φ , g m_ϕ ≪ 0.2 √ ε_φε_{pl} , g m_ϕ ≫ T_{BBN} m_ϕ 3π √ ε_{pl} ( g_∗ 106.75 )_{1/4} , (4.14)

where 106.75 is the value of g_∗ in the symmetric phase of the SM and we have rounded all numerical prefactors to ratios of integers. If we set T_{BBN} ≃ 10 MeV, φ_{end} ∼ M_{pl},^{27} and ignore factors of order one, we obtain the very simple condition

10^{−10} ( g_∗ 106.75

)_{1/4} √ GeV m_ϕ < g m_ϕ < 10^{−19} m_ϕ GeV . (4.15)

The set of inequalities (4.15) marks the range of inflaton couplings for which reheating is driven by elementary processes. Since medium effects are negligible in this region (cf. Sec. 3.3), we can use the T → 0 limit of the expressions given in table 1 for Γ_φ to translate the relation (2.6) into a constraint on the inflaton coupling. If the produced particles are massless, this in the present case yields the very simple well-known expression Γ_{φ→χχ} = g^2/(8πm_ϕ).

Inflaton annihilations. We now consider the operator c_{(2,2)}Φ^2χ^2 ≡^h_4 Φ^2χ^2. Comparing (4.9) and (4.3) it is straightforward to obtain the expressions for A_k and q by replacing λ_ϕ → h in (4.5),

A_k = ω^2_χ ω^2

+ 2q , q = h 8 φ^2_{end} ω^2

, z = tω + π/2 [for the h 4 Φ^2χ^2 interaction], , (4.16)

27This is conservative because in reality φ is typically sub-Planckian when the oscillations commence.

– 15 – and obtain from (4.8)

h ≪ min(ε^2_φ, ε^{3/2}_φ ε^{1/2}_{pl} ). (4.17)

In order to evaluate condition III) we need the annihilation rate during adiabatic harmonic oscillations from table 1 for which we take Γ_{φφ→χχ} ≃^{h2φ2}_{256πmφ} from table 1. This rate can intuitively be interpreted as an annihilation of two Φ-quanta into two χ-quanta. Determining T_R is a bit more tricky because Γ_φ ∝ φ^2, while H ∝ |φ|. As a result, the ratio Γ_φ/H (averaged over a few oscillations) decreases with time. For φ_{end} > 256 √ 2πm^2_φ/(3h^2M_{pl}) this ratio is larger than one already when the oscillations commence, for smaller φ_{end} it remains below one at all times, and the universe is not reheated. The requirement to reheat the universe through inflaton annihilations can be translated into the condition on h > 16 × 2^{1/4} √ π/3√ε_φε_{pl}. Comparing this to (4.17) shows that it is not possible to reheat the universe with elementary annihilations (as it was e.g. assumed in [115]): one either encounters a resonance, or the universe is never reheated.

Before moving on, we should add that several details have been wiped under the carpet here. We implicitly assumed an averaging over a few oscillations when comparing Γ_φ to H without specifying how exactly this averaging should be done. This may be important because the φ-dependence of Γ_φ introduces a non-linearity in (2.1), so that the motion of φ is in general not that of a simple damped harmonic oscillator even if we set V =^1_2 m^2_ϕφ^2. As a result the relation between the rates of elementary processes and the damping of φ can be more complicated than in the linear regime [89].

4.3 Two body decays into fermions

It is usually assumed that reheating primarily produces bosons because quantum statistical effects lead to an enhancement of the rate, while they suppress the production of fermions due to Pauli’s principle. However, fermions can also be produced, and they can also experience resonant enhancement [116].^{28} For the present discussion the fermion production is only relevant if it dominates the reheating process and sets N_{re}. This requires that the coupling to fermions is considerably larger than that to light bosons. We here consider the production of a Dirac fermion ψ of mass m_ψ through a Yukawa coupling yΦψ̄ψ. A resonance parameter can be defined as q = y^{2 φ2}_{ω2} , which yields q ∼^{y2φ2}_{m2ϕ} if the potential is approximately quadratic [116, 118]. The underlying mechanism for the resonant production of fermions is quite different from bosons. Hence, we cannot use condition II) here. In spite of the differences in the underlying microphysics, it turns out that the condition q ≪ 1 still provides a good criterion to determine the largest coupling where reheating is perturbative [116].^{29} The lower bound on y can again be obtained from condition III). Comparing the perturbative decay rate Γ_{φ→ψψ} =^{y2}_{8π} m_ϕ to Γ_{φ→χχ} reveals that we can literally apply the lower bound in conditions (4.13)-(4.15) with the replacement^g_{mϕ} → y. We finally arrive at the range

T_{BBN} m_ϕ 3π √ ε_{pl} ( g_∗ 106.75 )_{1/4} ≪ y ≪ 1 4 ε_φ (4.18)

28This can have interesting implications even if the fermion production is sub-dominant compared to that of bosons, e.g. for leptogenesis or gravitino production [117, 118].

29It should be noted that the treatment used in [116] underestimates the fermion production in the presence of large bosonic occupation numbers [119]. This is, however, not relevant in the present discussion because in that case the coupling to bosons would set Nre.

– 16 –

4.4 Gauge boson production from axion-like coupling

Let us now consider axion-like couplings αΦΛ^{−1}F_{μν}F̃^{μν} to the field strength tensor F_{μν} of vector bosons.^{30} We assume that the gauge bosons are massless for φ = 0, which is justified in the symmetric phase of gauge theories, and consider an Abelian gauge theory. This situation is qualitatively different from the scalar interaction because the vertex is momentum dependent, and the time dependent mass term of the gauge fields have a non-trial Lorentz structure. The Mathieu equation for the circular polarisations of the photon field reads [110] ( ∂^2_t + k^2 ∓ 4α k m_ϕ Λ φ ) a_{k±} = 0 (4.19)

Comparison to (4.11) gives A_k = (2k/ω)^2 with k = |k| and q = 8α^k_ω^φ_Λ^{mϕ}_ω . It is immediately clear that condition I) is always violated for large momenta. On the other hand this does not necessarily imply that non-perturbative particle production dominates because for sufficiently small α almost all modes remain adiabatic.^{31}

Here we restrict ourselves to a simple estimate. Both, the perturbative decay and a narrow resonance produce particles with energy m_ϕ/2, so that we can fix the momentum to this value and use (4.4) with the replacements ω_ϕ → m_ϕ/2 and g → αm^2_ϕ/Λ in A_k and q. We obtain the upper bounds on α from conditions I) and II) by making this replacement in (4.13)-(4.15). To obtain the lower bound from BBN, we consider the elementary decay rate into vector bosons from table 1, Γ_{φ→γγ} =^{α2}_{4π}^{m3ϕ}_{Λ2} . Comparison with Γ_{φ→χχ} =^{g2}_{8πmϕ} reveals that the lower bound can be obtained by making the same replacement g → αm^2_ϕ/Λ in Γ_φ and multiplying the total rate with a factor 2 to account for the two photon polarisations in the final state, leading to α m_ϕ Λ ≪ 1 4 ε_φ , α m_ϕ Λ ≪ 0.2 √ ε_φε_{pl} , α m_ϕ Λ ≫ 2 T_{BBN} m_ϕ √ ε_{pl} ( g_∗ 106.75 )_{1/4} . (4.20)

5 Discussion

For the interactions in table 1 that we studied we find that the upper bounds (4.7), (4.14), (4.17), and (4.20) on the dimensionless inflaton coupling g can be summarised in terms of the ratios (3.1) as

g ≪ ε^{n−1/2}_φ min( √ ε_{pl}, √ ε_φ) ( m_ϕ Λ )_{4−D} , v_i ≪ ε^{n−5/2}_φ min( √ ε_{pl}, √ ε_φ) ( m_ϕ Λ )_{4−D} , (5.1)

with D the mass dimension of the operator and n the power at which Φ appears. In scalar interactions of the form (4.1) tree-level contributions to the mass that can trigger a parametric resonance come from operators with D = n for self-interactions v_i and D = n + 2 for couplings g to other scalars. The most strongly constrained interactions are the self-interactions and couplings to other fields with n = 2, as for larger values of n the negative powers of the small quantity m_ϕ/Λ on the RHS of (5.1) soften the constraint. For a Yukawa coupling to fermions we find that only the first of the two conditions in (5.1) applies, cf. (4.18). Based on the observation that the time-dependent contribution to the squared effective fermion mass scales as ∼ (gφ^n)^2 one can expect constraints of the form g ≪ ε^n_φ(m_ϕ/Λ)^{1−n} for fermions. This scaling is consistent with (4.18).

30Though axions may not be needed to solve the strong CP problem [120], axion-like couplings appear in many theories beyond the Standard Model.

31In addition the photon dispersion relations would also be modified by finite temperature/density effects, and the plasmon mass can help avoiding a resonance. However, this effect of course depends on the underlying particle physics model and the {ai}.

– 17 –

There is also a lower bound on g from condition III), i.e., the requirement to reheat the universe, which for the terms with n = 1 in (4.14), (4.18) and (4.20) roughly reads g ≫ T_{BBN} m_ϕ √ ε_{pl} ( m_ϕ Λ )_{4−D} √ #g^{1/4}_∗ , (5.2)

where we have parameterised Γ_φ = g^2m_ϕ/# with # a numerical factor, cf. table 1. Ignoring numerical prefactors, this leaves a window of values for √ε_{pl}T_{BBN}/m_ϕ ≪ g(m_ϕ/Λ)^{D−4} ≪ min(ε^n_φ, √ε_{pl}ε^{n−1/2}_φ ) that can span several orders of magnitude if m_ϕ is large enough, and closes when m_ϕ violates the lower bound

m_ϕ > φ_{end} ( T_{BBN} φ_{end} max ( 1, √ φ_{end}/M_{pl} ))1/(n+1/2) , (5.3)

which roughly reads m_ϕ > 10^5 GeV for n = 1 and φ_{end} ∼ M_{pl}, and approaches M_{pl} for larger n. The constraints (5.1)-(5.3) mark the range of coupling constants and inflaton masses for which it is in principle possible to constrain the inflaton coupling g in a model-independent way. They do not say anything about how accurately one can measure g in practice. To make a simple estimate, we assume a model of inflation where V(φ) has a flat plateau shape, as this class of models is amongst those presently preferred by data [66, 121]. Let M be the scale of inflation, i.e., V_{end} ∼ M^4. Then (3.9) implies that m_ϕ ∼ M^2/φ_{end}. Here we have assumed that V_{end} ≃ V(φ_k) for a plateau-like potential, with φ_k the value of φ at the Hubble crossing of the pivot mode k used in the CMB data analysis. Using (A.7) and assuming φ_{end} ∼ M_{pl} we can estimate m_ϕ ∼ M_{pl} √ 3π^2 2 rA_s , M ∼ M_{pl} ( 3π^2 2 A_sr )_{1/4} (5.4)

and express (5.1) in terms of observable quantities. For n = 1 and renormalisable interactions this yields g ≪ √ 3π^2 2 rA_s. (5.5)

If we assume that reheating is driven by elementary decays in vacuum (consistent with what we found in section 3), we can use standard formula (2.4) for the reheating temperature to obtain

g > g^{1/4}_∗

T_{BBN} √ m_ϕM_{pl} √ # ≃ T_{BBN} M_{pl} ( g_∗ A_sr )_{1/4} √

#. (5.6)

Assuming that the mild dependence on g_∗ can be neglected, the only unknown in (5.5) and (5.6) is the scalar-to-tensor ratio r. Plugging in the upper bound r = 0.06 from [66] into (5.5) yields g ≪ 4 × 10^{−5}. This is about an order of magnitude larger than the electron Yukawa coupling in the SM. From (5.6) we find g > 10^{−17} for # = 8π and the SM value of g_∗. This implies that the current uncertainty in g extends over 12 orders of magnitude. For an inflaton mass near the bound (5.3) feedback effects can only be avoided if T_{re} ∼ T_{BBN}, which requires a very small value of g at the lower end of this window. For larger values of m_ϕ the maximal reheating temperature (2.4) that can be achieved while respecting (5.5) can be estimated as T_{re} < g^{−1/4}_∗ √ m^3_ϕ/(φ_{end}#) ∼ m_ϕ√ε_φg^{−1/4}_∗ .

– 18 –

We can now use (5.5) and (5.6) to estimate the accuracy δr with which r will have to be measured in order to determine the order of magnitude of the inflaton coupling g. Let us for a moment suppose that we have fixed all parameters {v_i} in the potential V(φ). From (2.6) and table 1 we can see that g^2 ∝ e^{− 3}2^{Nre} . Further using (A.4), (A.5)^{32} and (A.9) we can express the RHS in terms of observables. The resulting expression for log g is in principle very complicated, but within the observationally allowed range, one may linearly expand log g as a function of r around some value r̄ that is typical for the given model, i.e., log g ∝ r − r̄ within some interval around r̄. For r > 10^{−7} the upper and lower bounds (5.5) and (5.6) leave a range of at least ten orders of magnitude for g. At the same time r can at most change by an amount that is smaller than the current upper bound on its value, i.e., Δr < 6 × 10^{−2} [66] or less [67].^{33} Hence, the observational resolution δr must be less than a tenth of Δr if one wants to constrain the order of magnitude of g. This very rough estimate leads to the requirement^{34}

δr ∼ 10^{−3}. (5.7)

An accuracy of a few times 10^{−3} can be achieved by several future CMB observatories, including the Simmons Observatory [123], South Pole Observatory [124], LiteBIRD [125], CMB S4 [126], and PICO [127]. Hence, we can conclude that next generation CMB experiments may be able to pin down the order of magnitude of the inflaton coupling.

We emphasise that the estimate (5.7) assumes that all other uncertainties can be neglected, which is possible if all parameters in V(φ) are either predicted by theory or determined from other observables. While M can be constrained well from A_s, the current error bar on n_s is too large to simultaneously fit g and additional parameters in V(φ) in the family of models considered in [22, 122]. This situation may change in the future. For instance, combining CMB observations with data from the EUCLID satellite can reduce the error bar on n_s to σ_{ns} = 0.00085, with potential further improvement when adding data from the Square Kilometre Array [128]. The running of the scalar spectral index n_s is another potential probe [15] that can provide information on reheating [129], it can be particularly important if r is small [130]. Future CMB observations will be sensitive to the running of n_s [131], combining this with data from optical, infrared and 21cm surveys can improve the sensitivity considerably [131–133]. Another potentially interesting observable are non-Gaussianities, which can be targeted by a number of probes including CMB observations, galaxy surveys and 21cm observations [134–136]. A quantitative study of the perspectives to constrain the inflaton coupling from these and other potential observables goes beyond the scope of the current work, which focuses on the parameters (A_s, n_s, r) that are already constrained by data. In view of the expected progress on the observational side in the next decade [57, 136] our results strongly motivate follow-up work to identify the most promising observables.

32Note that the integral in (A.5) is dominated by the upper limit φ_k , where the integrand can be written as M_{pl} √ 8/r. 33While it has been shown in [22] for the case of α-attractor models that an approximately linear relationship between log g and the deviation in ns holds across a range of values for ns that is comparable to the current observational error bar on ns, the range of validity for the linear approximation in r − r̄ is typically smaller than the observationally allowed range of values for r (note that r and ns are not independent when all {vi} are fixed, and within the observational limits, one can often establish a unique relation between them). Hence, in specific models there can be considerable deviations from the rough estimate (5.7), necessitating more detailed studies in specific models [122].

34Note that the dependence of r on g is stronger for larger values of r, cf. e.g. [22] for an explicit example, which would facilitate the measurement of g.

– 19 –

6 Conclusions

We studied the conditions under which a model-independent relation between the inflaton coupling g and the CMB parameters (A_s, n_s, r) can be established, so that the microphysical parameter g can be “measured” in the CMB. Model-independence here refers to the details of a specific particle physics model in which a given model of inflation can be embedded. We work under the assumptions that an effective single-field description holds during both the inflationary and reheating epochs, that reheating occurs during oscillations of the inflaton condensate φ around the minimum of its effective potential V(φ), and that radiative corrections to V(φ) either remain small or are dominated by inflaton self-interactions during both inflation and reheating. We further assume a standard thermal history after reheating, and that the tensor modes observed in the CMB are either dominated by perturbations generated during inflation or secondary sources can be identified and subtracted. Finally we assume that the mild dependencies on other particle physics parameters summarised in section 2.2 are negligible. This e.g. means that the number of new particles should be small enough that the dependencies ∼ g^{1/4}_∗ can be neglected.

Under these assumptions the most severe restriction comes from the necessity to avoid feedback effects during reheating, which in general introduce a dependence of (A_s, n_s, r) on a potentially large number of microphysical parameters {a_i} in the underlying particle physics model, making it practically impossible to constrain any individual parameter. Feedback effects and dependencies on additional parameters {a_i} can be avoided if conditions I) and II) outlined in section 3 are fulfilled. These conditions can be translated into restrictions on the inflaton’s self-couplings {v_i} as well as its coupling g to other fields X , which can generally be expressed in terms of the ratios ε_φ = m_ϕ/φ_{end} and ε_{pl} = m_ϕ/M_{pl} defined in (3.1). They necessarily restrict the possibility to measure g to the mildly non-linear regime where deviations from (3.9) can be treated perturbatively, and impose upper bounds (5.1) on the coupling constants. For renormalisable interactions in table 1 that are linear in φ and in plateau-like inflation models we can use (5.5) to estimate the numerical value of the upper bound to be about an order of magnitude larger than the electron Yukawa coupling in the SM. At the same time the requirement to successfully reheat the universe leads to the lower bound (5.2) on g. For values of r near the current upper bound from observation the range of g allowed by (5.2) and (5.5) spans about 12 orders of magnitude. This window becomes smaller for lower m_ϕ and closes for m_ϕ ∼ 10^5 GeV for the interactions considered here. This unfortunately suggests that it will not be possible in the foreseeable future to measure g independently in collider experiments and in the CMB, though it should be kept in mind that this is a rough estimate.

These conditions permit to identify the range of values for the inflaton coupling for which it in principle can be constrained by CMB observations within a given model of inflation. The practical feasibility of this measurement depends on the model of inflation. The rough estimate (5.7) suggests that next generation CMB experiments will be able to constrain the order of magnitude of the coupling constant by measuring the scalar-to-tensor ratio r. Further improvement will be possible when adding data from cosmological surveys, in particular with EUCLID and SKA. Even a rough measurement would mark a significant achievement from the viewpoint of both cosmology and particle physics. It provides an indirect probe of a microphysical parameter that most likely can never be measured directly in the laboratory, but shaped the evolution of the cosmos by setting the stage for the hot big bang. Further, it can provide one of the very few observational hints on how a given model of inflation can be embedded in a more fundamental theory of nature.

– 20 –

Acknowledgments.

I would like to thank Gilles Buldgen, Drazen Glavan, Jin U Kang, Lei Ming, and Vincent Vennin for their helpful comments on the draft and Christophe Ringeval for helpful discussions. I also thank my grandmother Erika Drewes and my mother Roswitha Drewes for hosting me in their homes and helping us with childcare for a few weeks during the pandemic while I was working on this article.

A Relation between N_{re} and observables

In this appendix we briefly review the relationship between the RHS of (2.6) and observables. We consider single field inflation models in which the universe is reheated by coherent oscillations of φ around he minimum of its effective potential V(φ). In this case the evolution of φ is governed by the equation of motion (2.1), c.f. appendix C.2. Inflation ends when the universe stops accelerating, which happens when the equation of state exceeds w > −1/3. This roughly corresponds to the moment when ϵ exceeds unity, with ϵ = M^2_{pl} 2 ( ∂_φV V )_2 , η = M^2_{pl} ∂^2_φV V , (A.1)

More precisely, we define the reheating epoch as the time between the moment when ϵ|_{φend} = 1 and the moment when the energy density of radiation ρ_R exceeds the energy density ρ_φ ≃ φ̇^2/2 + V of the condensate φ, i.e., the universe becomes radiation dominated (w = 1/3). The latter moment roughly coincides with the moment when Γ_φ = H. We refer to the duration of the reheating epoch in terms of e-folds as N_{re} = ln(a_{re}/a_{end}).

The redshifting relation ρ(N) = ρ_{end} exp[−3 ∫_N 0 (1+w(N^′))dN^′] yields the second equality in (2.3) and permits to express the Friedmann equation (2.5) as

H^2 = ρ_{end} 3M^2_{pl} e^{−3Nre(1+w̄re)}. (A.2)

and the reheating temperature as

T_{re} = exp [ − 3(1 + w̄_{re}) 4 N_{re} ] ( 40V_{end} g_∗π^2 )_{1/4} , (A.3)

where V_{end} is the potential at the end of inflation, and we have used (2.5). Since the energy density during reheating is (by definition) dominated by V(φ), w̄_{re} only depends on the {v_i}. In particular, for a power law potential V(φ) ∝ (φ/M_{pl})^p one finds w̄_{re} = (p − 2)/(p + 2) [137]. In the regime (3.9) permitted by conditions I) and II), this practically implies w̄_{re} = 0. Hence, leaving aside the mild dependence on g_∗ (which could be avoided if we were to consider ρ_{re} instead of T_{re}), N_{re} is the only entity on the RHS of (A.3) that is not determined by fixing the parameters {v_i} in V. Hence, determining T_{re} boils down to establishing a relation between N_{re} and (n_s, A_s, r). A detailed derivation can be found in [21] and has been adapted to our notation in [22], the result reads

N_{re} = 4 3w̄_{re} − 1

N_k + ln ( k a_0T_0 ) + 1 4 ln ( 40 π^2g_∗ ) + 1 3 ln ( 11g_{s∗} 43 ) − 1 2 ln ( π^2M^2_{pl}rA_s 2 √ V_{end} ) . (A.4)

– 21 –

Here N_k is the number of e-folds between the horizon crossing of a perturbation with wave number k and the end of inflation,

N_k = ln ( a_{end} a_k ) = ∫_{φend} φ_k Hdφ φ̇ ≈ 1 M^2_{pl} ∫_{φk} φ_{end} dφ V ∂_φV . (A.5)

Here a_0 and T_0 = 2.725 K are the scale factor and the temperature of the CMB at the present time, respectively. The subscript notation H_k, φ_k, ϵ_k, φ_k indicates the value of the quantities H, φ, ϵ, φ at the moment when the pivot-scale k crosses the horizon. φ_k can be expressed in terms of the spectral index n_s and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r by the relation

n_s = 1 − 6ϵ_k + 2η_k , r = 16ϵ_k. (A.6)

In the slow roll approximation, we find

H^2_k = V(φ_k) 3M^2_{pl}

= π^2M^2_{pl} rA_s 2 (A.7)

with A_s = 10^{−10}e^{3.043} [66] the amplitude of the scalar perturbations from the CMB. T_{re} can be expressed in terms of the observables (n_s, A_s, r) by plugging (A.4) with (A.5) into (A.3). φ_k is fixed by solving (A.6) for φ_k, and V_{end} and φ_{end} can be determined by solving ϵ = 1 for φ. From (A.6) we obtain ϵ_k = r 16 , η_k = n_s − 1 + 3r/8 2 , (A.8)

from which we find ∂_φV(φ) V(φ) | | φ_k = √ r 8M^2_{pl} , ∂^2_φV(φ) V(φ) | | φ_k = n_s − 1 + 3r/8

2M^2_{pl}

, (A.9)

using (A.1). Together with (A.7) this yields three equations that can be used to relate the effective potential and its derivatives to the observables (n_s, A_s, r). This is sufficient to express w̄_{re} and N_{re} in (A.4) in terms of observables, which is all that is needed to determine the RHS of (2.6).

B A slightly more detailed discussion of thermal feedback

In this appendix we briefly return to the question under what circumstances the modifications of the rate for elementary processes caused by the presence of a plasma of inflaton decay products can modify N_{re}. We confirm the conclusion drawn in section 3.3 that such effects are negligible in the regimes where conditions I) and II) are fulfilled, and therefore do not impose any additional constraints on g.

Assuming that the inflaton performs many oscillations before decaying, we can solve the coupled equations ρ̇_φ + 3Hρ_φ + Γ_φρ_φ = 0 and ρ̇_R + 4Hρ_R − Γ_φρ_φ = 0 for the time averaged inflaton energy density ρ_φ and the radiation density ρ_R defined in (2.4). It is convenient to introduce the dimensionless quantities Φ ≡ ρ_φa^3/m_ϕ, R ≡ ρ_Ra^4 and x ≡ am_ϕ = a/a_{end} and rewrite the equations as dΦ dx = − Γ_φ Hx Φ , dR dx = Γ_φ H Φ (B.1)

with

H = 3^{−1/2} m^2_ϕ M_{pl} ( R x^4 + Φ x^3 )_{1/2} , T = m_ϕ x ( 30 π^2g_∗ R )_{1/4} . (B.2)

– 22 –

Let us first consider the case where thermal effects suppress Γ_φ, as e.g. for the decay into fermions in table 1. We can then use T_n > T_{re0} as a conservative criterion to avoid feedback. This translates into the bound Γ_0/m_ϕ < √ g_∗m_ϕ/M_{pl}. Assuming Γ_0 ∝ g^2m_ϕ this yields g ≪ ε^{1/2}_{pl} g^{1/4}_∗ , which is much weaker than the constraints on g that we derive from the absence of parametric resonances in (4.18).

To discuss the case where thermal effects enhance Γ_φ we consider the Taylor expansion Γ_φ = ∑ i Γ_i (T/m_ϕ)^i. If Γ_φ as a function of T is a monomial, the set of equations (B.1)-(B.2) can be solved analytically [20, 84, 85, 107]. We can use this fact to obtain analytic solutions for an arbitrary dependence of Γ_φ on T by locally approximating the functional dependence by a monomial power law and matching the solutions [84], provided that one term in the Taylor expansion dominates at any given temperature. For the present purpose it is sufficient to consider the parameterisation

Γ_φ = Γ_0 + Γ_n (T/m_ϕ)^n, (B.3)

which yields T_n = m_ϕ(Γ_0/Γ_n)^{1/n}.

For positive n ≤ 2, Γ_φ cannot grow faster with temperature than the contribution to H from ρ_R, cf. (B.2). If T_n > T_{re0}, then the temperature-dependent correction to Γ_φ remains smaller than H at all higher temperatures T > T_{re0}. Hence, for n ≤ 2 the thermal corrections to Γ_φ can only affect N_{re} if T_n < T_{re0}, which translates into the condition Γ_n/Γ_0 < (π^2g_∗/90)^{n/4}(^{mϕ}_{Γ0}^{mϕ}_{Mpl} )^{n/2} to avoid a modification of N_{re}. If Γ_0 and Γ_n originate from the same interaction, then they tend to have a similar dependence Γ_0, Γ_n ∼ g^2m_ϕ on g and m_ϕ, cf. table 1, and this requirement translates into g ≪ ε^{1/2}_{pl} g^{1/4}_∗ , which is much weaker than the bound (5.1) from the absence of a parametric resonance. We can therefore ignore the impact of thermal feedback on N_{re} for n ≤ 2, consistent with what was found in [20]. The cases n = 1 and n = 2 cover several important interactions, cf. table 1: The case n = 1 e.g. describes a Bose enhanced rate for decays 1 → 2 or 2 → 2 annihilations, the case n = 2 can e.g. describe scatterings amongst scalars.^{35}

For n > 2 the above argument does not hold. We shall instead use the criterion that Γ_n(T_{max}/m_ϕ)^n < H, where T_{max} is the maximal temperature during the reheating epoch. Using the explicit solutions for (B.1) found in [84, 85] for

R = 0 , Φ = ρ_{end}/m^4_ϕ at x = 1 (B.4)

and assuming T_{max0} > T_n (otherwise thermal effects are certainly negligible), we can approximate

T_{max} ≃ m_ϕ ( 30 π^2g_∗

)_{1/4} (

A_n 4 )_{1/(4−n)} ( 8 − 2n 3 ) 3 (n−4)(5−2n)

. (B.5)

with

A_n = A_0

Γ_n Γ_0 ( 30 π^2g_∗ )_{n/4} , A_0 = √ 2 Γ_0 m_ϕ M_{pl} m_ϕ φ_{end} m_ϕ (B.6)

This maximal temperature is reached at x_{max} ≃ (_{8−2n} 3 ) 2_{5−2n}

. We can assume that Φ is roughly constant until the moment when Γ_φ = H and hence set Φ ≃ ρ_{end}/m^4_ϕ ≃^2_3 (φ_{end}/m_ϕ)^2. This gives H ≃ √ 2 3 m_ϕ φ_{end} M_{pl} x^{−3/2}. (B.7)

35For the specific examples given in table 1 this conclusion could also have reached without the expansion (B.3) by noticing that fB (M_ϕ) becomes of order unity when T ∼ m_ϕ.

– 23 –

Using the above expressions we can translate the condition that Γ_φ < H at x = x_{max} into ( Γ_n m_ϕ ) 4_{4−n} < 2^{2+n4−n} 3 ( 8 − 2n 3 ) 6(n−2)

(2n−5)(n−4) ( 30

π^2g_∗

) n_{n−4} ( m_ϕ M_{pl} ) 2n_{4−n} ( φ_{end} M_{pl} ) 2n−4_{n−4}

(B.8)

This imposes an upper bound on Γ_n from the requirement that thermal effects do not modify the reheating temperature.^{36} If we assume Γ_n ∝ g^2m_ϕ, it turns out that (B.8) is weaker than the conditions I) and II) for n = 1, 2, 3.

We have so far assumed that the inflaton is the only field with a non-zero expectation value during reheating. However, in many particle physics models that can accommodate single field inflation the inflaton is not the only scalar field, but simply represents the relevant direction in field space. In fact, leaving aside the specific case of Higgs inflation [138], we know for sure that there are at least four real scalar degrees of freedom, the components of the SM Higgs doublet [75, 139]. Even if the dynamics during inflation can effectively be described by a single field model (with Φ simply being the relevant direction in field space), a certain fraction ε of the total energy density may be stored in these other degrees of freedom. If the time that it takes for this energy to be transferred into ρ_R is much shorter than the value of N_{re} that one would obtain by neglecting this effect, then one can obtain a conservative bound on the impact that this has on the actual value of N_{re} by replacing the initial conditions (B.4) at x = 1 with Φ = (1 − ε)ρ_{end}/m^4_ϕ, R = ερ_{end}/m^4_ϕ and using the analytic solutions presented in [84, 85, 107]. If the fraction ε is subdominant this will not change our conclusions. If either ε is dominant or its lifetime is longer than that of φ, a detailed model-dependent study is necessary.

C On the consistent description of reheating

A cautious reader may be concerned about the fact that the arguments presented in this work are not derived within a consistent formal description of the reheating process. As a result, it may e.g. not be obvious how the particle production obtained from the classical Mathieu equation (3.11) is related to the rates in table 1 that were computed in thermal quantum field theory. Moreover, the use of an Markovian equation of the form (2.1) during reheating is in general questionable because the effective action for φ after tracing out other degrees of freedom is fundamentally non-local. In this appendix we briefly comment on these points and illustrate how the expressions that we used throughout the main text can be derived consistently from nonequilibrium quantum field theory. For a more complete and pedagogical introduction to the topic we e.g. refer the interested reader to [140].

All properties of a system in quantum statistical mechanics are in principle encoded in the von Neumann density operator ϱ. Instead of directly dealing with the infinite-dimensional matrix ϱ, it is often more convenient to consider a finite set of correlation functions. The most important properties of a scalar field Φ can be encoded in its expectation value and the two independent real-valued two-point functions φ(x) ≡ ⟨Φ(x)⟩, Δ^−_ϕ (x, y) ≡ i⟨[Φ(x), Φ(y)]⟩, Δ^+_ϕ (x, y) ≡ 1 2 ⟨{Φ(x), Φ(y)}⟩ − φ(x)φ(y), (C.1) where {·, ·} and [·, ·] are the anticommutator and commutator operators respectively. All other two-point functions of Φ (such as the Feynman propagator) can be expressed in terms of those defined in (C.1). The expectation value is to be taken with respect to both, quantum and thermal fluctuations encoded in the density operator: ⟨. . .⟩ = Tr(ϱ . . .). The one-point

36Surprisingly it does not depend on Γ0. However, note that all of this is only relevant if Tmax0 > Tn. This bring ins an additional conditions that depends on Γ0.

– 24 – function φ describes the scalar condensate or mean field, while the two-point functions Δ^− and Δ^+ describe the fluctuations. The poles of the spectral function Δ^− encode information about spectrum of (quasi)particles, while the statistical propagator Δ^+ contains information about the occupation numbers of each momentum mode. For illustrative purposes we restrict the discussion to Minkoswki space, the generalisation to curved space is e.g. discussed in [141].

Our starting point to find the equation of motion for φ and Δ^± in the closed-time-path (CTP) formalism [142–144] is the two-particle irreducible effective action [145] with arguments on a suitably defined time path C,

Γ_φ[φ, Δ] = S[φ] + Γ_{φloop}[φ, Δ[φ]],

Γ_{φloop}[φ, Δ[φ]] = i 2 Tr ln ( Δ^{−1} ) + i 2 Tr ( G^{−1}[φ] Δ ) + Γ_{φ2}[φ, Δ], (C.2)

with S[φ] the classical action and iG^{−1}[φ](x_1.x_2) =^{δ2S[Φ]}_{δΦ(x1 )δΦ(x2 )} |_{Φ→φ}. The trace-terms in (C.2) correspond to the one-loop correction to the effective action, which e.g. gives rise to the Coleman-Weinberg potential [146] in the static limit, while Γ_{φ2}[φ, Δ] contains terms with two or more loops. The equations of motion for the correlation functions defined in (C.1) are found by functional differentiation,

δΓ_φ[φ, Δ] δφ(x) = 0 , δΓ_φ[φ, Δ] δΔ(x, y) = 0 . (C.3)

C.1 Equations of motion for propagators and particle numbers The equations of motion for the propagators Δ^± are obtained from the second equation in (C.3). In the case of an homogeneous and isotropic system, after a Fourier transformation in the spacial relative coordinate x_1 − x_2, they can be brought into the form ( ∂^2_{t1} + Ω^2_ϕ(t_1; k) ) Δ^−_ϕ (t_1, t_2; k) = − ∫_{t1} t_2

dt^′ Π^−_ϕ (t_1, t^′; k)Δ^−_ϕ (t^′, t_2; k) , (C.4) ( ∂^2_{t1} + Ω^2_ϕ(t_1; k) ) Δ^+_ϕ (t_1, t_2; k) = − ∫_{t1} t_i dt^′ Π^−_ϕ (t_1, t^′; k)Δ^+_ϕ (t^′, t_2; k) + ∫_{t2} t_i dt^′ Π^+_ϕ (t_1, t^′; k)Δ^−_ϕ (t^′, t_2; k) , (C.5)

with t_i the initial time. Here Π^{loc}_ϕ , Π^−_ϕ and Π^+_ϕ are the local, spectral and statistical selfenergies, which can be obtained by decomposing the self-energy on the contour, C Π_ϕ(x, y) = 2iδΓ_{φ2}[φ, Δ]/δΔ, into

Π_ϕ(x, y) = −iΠ^{loc}_ϕ (x, x) δ(x − y)_C + Π^+_ϕ (x, y) − i 2 Π^−_ϕ (x, y) sign_C (x_0 − y_0), (C.6) and Ω^2_ϕ(t; k) = k^2 + M^{tree}_ϕ (t)^2 + ∫ d^3q (2π)^3

Π^{loc}_ϕ (t, t; k) ≡ k^2 + M_ϕ(t)^2 (C.7)

with M^{tree}_ϕ the effective tree level mass defined by

iG^{−1}_ϕ [φ](x_1, x_2) = −(□_{x1} + M^{tree}_ϕ (x)^2)δ_C (x_1 − x_2). (C.8)

The tree level mass M^{tree}_ϕ differs from m_ϕ due to the contribution from the coupling of ϕ to the time dependent background φ. Together with the local contribution Π^{loc}_ϕ to the selfenergy from forward-scattering M^{tree}_ϕ determines the effective mass M_ϕ that appears in the

– 25 – approximation W_ϕ ≃ Ω_ϕ in (C.7) to the full dispersion relation W^2_ϕ of screened ϕ-particles. Ω^2_ϕ describes a change in the quasiparticle dispersion relation that depends on φ and the occupation numbers in the medium, but not on momentum, and therefore can be parameterised by a timedependent effective mass M_ϕ. The full dispersion relation W^2_ϕ can be obtained by including Π^−_ϕ and can be quite complicated (cf. e.g. [147]); it is determined by the poles of the solutions Δ^− to (C.4) in Wigner space, hence the name spectral function for Δ^−. The interpretation of the statistical propagator Δ^+ can be illustrated by noticing that there is a contribution ρ_ϕ to the total energy density that can be interpreted as the energy in fluctuations ϕ (i.e. particles) and to leading order reads^{37} ρ_ϕ ≃ 1 2 ( ∂_{tt} ∂_{t2} + Ω^2_ϕ(t_1) ) Δ^+(t_1, t_2)|)_{t1 =t2} . (C.9)

For the derivation of conditions I) and II) in section 3.2 it is sufficient to consider the leading approximation Ω_ϕ in (3.2) and its equivalents for other particle species, i.e., neglecting the RHS of (C.4). This can be justified by an expansion in the couplings {v_i, g_i} and in ℏ. By making the same approximation in (C.5) we obtain an equation of the form

(∂^2_{t1} + k^2 + M^2_ϕ)Δ^+_ϕ = 0, (C.10)

i.e., a Klein-Gordon equation with a time dependent mass M_ϕ. This equation for Δ^+_ϕ has the same form as the equation (4.3) for the mode functions and can be brought into the form (3.11) by making the replacements such as (4.4) and (4.5). Hence, at leading order in ℏ the solutions of the Mathieu equation (3.11) describe the behaviour of the statistical propagator Δ^+_ϕ , and, through (C.9), the energy density stored in ϕ-particles. The same holds for the χ-particles, cf. (4.11) with (4.12) and (4.16). This in particular justifies using the Mathieu equation as a tool to study the non-perturbative particle production (iv) because (3.11) represents the leading term in the ℏ-expansion of the full quantum equation (C.5).

Elementary processes are not included at this level; they are encoded in the self-energies on the RHS of (C.5) and contribute at the next order in ℏ, cf. e.g. [111]. More precisely, one can define

Γ_ϕ = −

ImΠ̃^−_ϕ (t, Ω_ϕ) Ω_ϕ

, Π̃^−_ϕ (t, Ω_ϕ) = ∫_∞ t_i dzΠ^−(t, t − z). (C.11) The physical interpretation of Γ_ϕ and Δ^+_ϕ becomes evident in the adiabatic regime, where one can approximate [148]

Δ^+_ϕ (t_1, t_2; k) ≃ cos (∫_{t1} t_2 dt ′Ω_ϕ(t^′) ) exp ( −^1_2 | | ∫_{t1} t_2 dt ′Γ_ϕ(t^′) | | ) 2 √ Ω_ϕ(t_1)Ω_ϕ(t_2)

(1 + 2f_ϕ(t)) (C.12)

with t = min(t_1, t_2). Hence, Γ_ϕ describes the damping of the statistical propagator in time [148, 149]; it determines the rate at which the quasiparticle phase space distribution f_ϕ and the energy density (C.9) approach equilibrium. In the weak coupling and dilute gas limit f_ϕ fulfils a standard Boltzmann-equation in which the collision term is computed from (C.11). If the fields that Φ interacts with are in thermal equilibrium [150], (C.11) reduces to the well-known statement that the damping is given by the imaginary part (more precisely: discontinuity) of the retarded self-energy Π^R_ϕ [151], i.e., Γ_ϕ ≃ ImΠ^−(Ω_ϕ)/(2iΩ_ϕ) = −ImΠ^R(Ω_ϕ)/Ω_ϕ. Of course, the same considerations hold for the spectral and statistical propagators for all other fields X .

37Complete expressions for the energy-momentum tensor derived from (C.2) by varying with respect to the metric can e.g. be found in [69].

– 26 –

C.2 Equation of motion for φ

The equation of motion for φ can be obtained from (C.2) via the first equation in (C.3). Assuming that we have formally solved the equations of motion (C.4) and (C.5) for the propagators in the background provided by φ, we can use the solutions Δ[φ] to compute the loops in Γ_{φloop}[φ, Δ[φ]]. Since we are interested in oscillations near the minimum, we can perform a Taylor expansion in functional space around the ground state configuration φ̄ as φ = φ̄ + δφ̄. For simplicity we shall assume that the ground state corresponds to the field configuration φ̄ = 0 and write [152]

∂Γ_{φloop}[φ, Δ[φ]] ∂φ(x) | | | |_{φ̄+δφ̄} = ∂Γ_{φloop}[φ, Δ[φ]] ∂φ(x) | | | |_{φ̄}

+ ∞∑ n=1 1 n! n∏ i=1 [∫ C dx^0_i ∫ d^3x_i δφ̄(x_i) ] δ^n δφ(x_1) · · · δφ(x_n) ∂Γ_{φloop}[φ, Δ[φ]] ∂φ(x) ) | | | | |_{φ̄} . (C.13)

where the partial functional derivatives ∂/∂φ only apply to the explicit dependence of Γ_{φloop}. A Markovian (local) equation can be derived in the regime φ̇/φ < Γ_X [102, 152–154] and in the mildly non-linear regime (3.9) [89, 92, 94, 102]. Being interested in reheating, we focus on the latter case. In this mildly nonlinear regime (3.9) we may neglect the φ-dependence in the propagators Δ[φ] inside the loops, which would typically break the adiabaticity condition (3.2) outside the regime (3.9). We can further locally neglect the effects of nonlinearities inside memory kernels in (C.13) and approximate [94]

φ(t^′) = φ ( t−(t−t^′) ) ≈ φ(t) cos [ M_ϕ(t−t^′) ] − φ̇(t) M_ϕ sin [ M_ϕ(t−t^′) ] . (C.14)

One then obtains an equation of the form K(φ)φ̈ + 1 2 K^′(φ)φ̇^2 + Γ_φ(φ)φ̇ + V^′(φ) = 0 . (C.15)

We note that there is no noise-term on the RHS of (C.15) and (2.1), as one might expect from a generalised fluctuation-dissipation theorem, because our definition of φ includes an average over thermal fluctuations. Near the potential minimum, where reheating occurs, these average to zero. The equation of motion for Φ itself would contain a noise term, see e.g. [91, 109, 150, 154–157].

In [89] it has been shown explicitly that the use of Markovian equations of motion of the form (C.15) based on the approximation (C.14) is justified in the mildly non-linear regime, were deviations from (3.9) can be treated as perturbations. The coefficient K(φ) does not lead to dissipative behaviour, but causes a perturbative correction to the effective frequency M_ϕ. While the impact of this on the phase of the oscillations can build up after many oscillations, it modifies Γ_φ only by shifting the mass shell of the quasiparticles that compose the condensate φ away from m_ϕ to M_ϕ. While this kinematic effect in principle can be significant [84, 95– 101, 103], it is always a small correction in the regime allowed by conditions I) and II), cf. section 3.3.^{38} Since we are not interested in the phase, but only in the moment when Γ_φ = H, we can

38More precisely: In the mildly non-linear regime, where the field elongation is restricted by (3.9) and occupation numbers in the primordial plasma are restricted by the considerations in section 3.3, corrections of higher order in the loop expansion are suppressed by additional powers of the coupling constants, which are restricted to small values by the conditions (5.1). This indicates that higher order corrections are unobservably small during reheating.

– 27 – neglect the correction K(φ) and conclude that the use of the equation (2.1) is consistent in the mildly non-linear regime of elongations permitted by the considerations in section 4.1.

This still leaves the question how Γ_φ is computed practically. The operators considered in sections 4.4 and 4.3 as well as the case n = 1 in section 4.2 are linear in Φ. In this case Γ_φ is (at leading order) independent of φ, meaning that the only non-linearities in (C.15) are due to deviations from (3.9) in V(φ), which we know must be small. In this case, it is well-known that the leading contribution to Γ_φ can be identified with the thermal width Γ_ϕ of the propagator in (C.11) because the frequency at which φ oscillates coincides with the pole mass of ϕ-particles, as illustrated before (3.3). Higher order corrections are suppressed by additional small parameters, cf. footnote 18. In this situation the inflaton damping rate Γ_φ and the rate of particle production are both identical to Γ_ϕ in (C.11) and given by table 1.^{39} When Γ_φ depends on φ (as e.g. for n > 1 in section 4.2) the connection between Γ_φ and the rate of perturbative particle production is more subtle (cf. section 5 in [89]), but the expression in table 1 can still be used.

References

[1] A. A. Starobinsky, A New Type of Isotropic Cosmological Models Without Singularity, Phys. Lett. B 91 (1980) 99–102.

[2] A. H. Guth, The Inflationary Universe: A Possible Solution to the Horizon and Flatness Problems, Phys. Rev. D 23 (1981) 347–356.

[3] A. D. Linde, A New Inflationary Universe Scenario: A Possible Solution of the Horizon, Flatness, Homogeneity, Isotropy and Primordial Monopole Problems, Phys. Lett. B 108 (1982) 389–393.

[4] J. Martin, C. Ringeval and V. Vennin, Encyclopædia Inflationaris,

Phys. Dark Univ. 5-6 (2014) 75–235, [1303.3787].

[5] F. Bezrukov and D. Gorbunov, Light inflaton Hunter’s Guide, JHEP 05 (2010) 010, [0912.0390].

[6] A. Albrecht, P. J. Steinhardt, M. S. Turner and F. Wilczek, Reheating an Inflationary Universe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48 (1982) 1437.

[7] L. F. Abbott, E. Farhi and M. B. Wise, Particle Production in the New Inflationary Cosmology, Phys. Lett. B 117 (1982) 29.

[8] A. D. Dolgov and D. P. Kirilova, ON PARTICLE CREATION BY A TIME DEPENDENT SCALAR FIELD, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 51 (1990) 172–177.

[9] J. H. Traschen and R. H. Brandenberger, Particle Production During Out-of-equilibrium Phase Transitions, Phys. Rev. D 42 (1990) 2491–2504.

[10] Y. Shtanov, J. H. Traschen and R. H. Brandenberger, Universe reheating after inflation, Phys. Rev. D 51 (1995) 5438–5455, [hep-ph/9407247].

39A careful reader may be concerned about the fact that the conditions I) and II) in section 3.2 are formulated in terms of the tree-level Mathieu equation (3.11), neglecting contributions to Γφ from elementary decays that appear as radiative corrections to the equations of motion in the CTP formalism, while one-loop contributions are later used to compute the coefficients in table 1. This is, however, not inconsistent. Using (3.11) based on the approximation (C.10) leads to a conservative estimate of the parameter range where feedback due to non-perturbative effects at tree-level can be avoided (because elementary decays encoded in one-loop corrections on the RHS of (C.5) can weaken and possibly avoid resonant particle production by reducing the occupation numbers between two zero-crossings of φ). Within that parameter range one can then be confident that nonperturbative effects at tree-level are sub-dominant, and therefore the leading contribution to Γφ comes from elementary processes encoded in one-loop diagrams. Hence, it is fully consistent to neglect the loop corrections when formulating conditions I) and II), and then neglect the tree-level effects when computing Γφ within the range of parameters where these conditions are fulfilled.

– 28 –

[11] L. Kofman, A. D. Linde and A. A. Starobinsky, Reheating after inflation,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 73 (1994) 3195–3198, [hep-th/9405187].

[12] D. Boyanovsky, H. J. de Vega, R. Holman and J. F. J. Salgado, Analytic and numerical study of preheating dynamics, Phys. Rev. D 54 (1996) 7570–7598, [hep-ph/9608205].

[13] L. Kofman, A. D. Linde and A. A. Starobinsky, Towards the theory of reheating after inflation, Phys. Rev. D 56 (1997) 3258–3295, [hep-ph/9704452].

[14] J. Martin and C. Ringeval, First CMB Constraints on the Inflationary Reheating Temperature, Phys. Rev. D 82 (2010) 023511, [1004.5525].

[15] P. Adshead, R. Easther, J. Pritchard and A. Loeb, Inflation and the Scale Dependent Spectral Index: Prospects and Strategies, JCAP 02 (2011) 021, [1007.3748].

[16] R. Easther and H. V. Peiris, Bayesian Analysis of Inflation II: Model Selection and Constraints on Reheating, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 103533, [1112.0326].

[17] C. Caprini and D. G. Figueroa, Cosmological Backgrounds of Gravitational Waves, Class. Quant. Grav. 35 (2018) 163001, [1801.04268].

[18] J. Ghiglieri, G. Jackson, M. Laine and Y. Zhu, Gravitational wave background from Standard Model physics: Complete leading order, JHEP 07 (2020) 092, [2004.11392].

[19] A. Ringwald and C. Tamarit, Revealing the Cosmic History with Gravitational Waves,

2203.00621.

[20] M. Drewes, What can the CMB tell about the microphysics of cosmic reheating?, JCAP 03 (2016) 013, [1511.03280].

[21] Y. Ueno and K. Yamamoto, Constraints on α-attractor inflation and reheating, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 083524, [1602.07427].

[22] M. Drewes, J. U. Kang and U. R. Mun, CMB constraints on the inflaton couplings and reheating temperature in α-attractor inflation, JHEP 11 (2017) 072, [1708.01197].

[23] J. Ellis, M. A. G. Garcia, D. V. Nanopoulos, K. A. Olive and S. Verner, BICEP/Keck constraints on attractor models of inflation and reheating, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 043504, [2112.04466].

[24] J. L. Cook, E. Dimastrogiovanni, D. A. Easson and L. M. Krauss, Reheating predictions in single field inflation, JCAP 04 (2015) 047, [1502.04673].

[25] M. Eshaghi, M. Zarei, N. Riazi and A. Kiasatpour, CMB and reheating constraints to α-attractor inflationary models, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 123517, [1602.07914].

[26] K. Nozari and N. Rashidi, Perturbation, non-Gaussianity, and reheating in a Gauss-Bonnet α-attractor model, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 123518, [1705.02617].

[27] A. Di Marco, P. Cabella and N. Vittorio, Constraining the general reheating phase in the α-attractor inflationary cosmology, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 103502, [1705.04622].

[28] D. Maity and P. Saha, Connecting CMB anisotropy and cold dark matter phenomenology via reheating, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 103525, [1801.03059].

[29] N. Rashidi and K. Nozari, α-Attractor and reheating in a model with noncanonical scalar fields, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 27 (2018) 1850076, [1802.09185].

[30] S. S. Mishra, V. Sahni and A. A. Starobinsky, Curing inflationary degeneracies using reheating predictions and relic gravitational waves, JCAP 05 (2021) 075, [2101.00271].

[31] J. B. Munoz and M. Kamionkowski, Equation-of-State Parameter for Reheating, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 043521, [1412.0656].

[32] N. Zhang, Y.-B. Wu, J.-W. Lu, C.-W. Sun, L.-J. Shou and H.-Z. Xu, Constraints on the generalized natural inflation after Planck 2018, Chin. Phys. C 44 (2020) 095107, [1807.03596].

[33] N. K. Stein and W. H. Kinney, Natural inflation after Planck 2018, JCAP 01 (2022) 022, [2106.02089].

– 29 –

[34] R.-G. Cai, Z.-K. Guo and S.-J. Wang, Reheating phase diagram for single-field slow-roll inflationary models, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 063506, [1501.07743].

[35] A. Di Marco, G. Pradisi and P. Cabella, Inflationary scale, reheating scale, and pre-BBN cosmology with scalar fields, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 123511, [1807.05916].

[36] D. Maity and P. Saha, (P)reheating after minimal Plateau Inflation and constraints from CMB, JCAP 07 (2019) 018, [1811.11173].

[37] D. Maity and P. Saha, Minimal plateau inflationary cosmologies and constraints from reheating, Class. Quant. Grav. 36 (2019) 045010, [1902.01895].

[38] S. Antusch, D. G. Figueroa, K. Marschall and F. Torrenti, Energy distribution and equation of state of the early Universe: matching the end of inflation and the onset of radiation domination, Phys. Lett. B 811 (2020) 135888, [2005.07563].

[39] L. Dai, M. Kamionkowski and J. Wang, Reheating constraints to inflationary models, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113 (2014) 041302, [1404.6704].

[40] V. Domcke and J. Heisig, Constraints on the reheating temperature from sizable tensor modes, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 103515, [1504.00345].

[41] I. Dalianis, G. Koutsoumbas, K. Ntrekis and E. Papantonopoulos, Reheating predictions in Gravity Theories with Derivative Coupling, JCAP 02 (2017) 027, [1608.04543].

[42] R. J. Hardwick, V. Vennin, K. Koyama and D. Wands, Constraining Curvatonic Reheating, JCAP 08 (2016) 042, [1606.01223].

[43] F. Takahashi and W. Yin, ALP inflation and Big Bang on Earth, JHEP 07 (2019) 095, [1903.00462].

[44] S.-M. Choi and H. M. Lee, Inflection point inflation and reheating,

Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) 303, [1601.05979].

[45] P. Cabella, A. Di Marco and G. Pradisi, Fiber inflation and reheating,

Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 123528, [1704.03209].

[46] A. Nautiyal, Reheating constraints on Tachyon Inflation, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 103531, [1806.03081].

[47] R. Kabir, A. Mukherjee and D. Lohiya, Reheating constraints on Kähler moduli inflation, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 34 (2019) 1950114, [1609.09243].

[48] S. Bhattacharya, K. Dutta and A. Maharana, Constraints on Kähler moduli inflation from reheating, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 083522, [1707.07924].

[49] I. Dalianis and Y. Watanabe, Probing the BSM physics with CMB precision cosmology: an application to supersymmetry, JHEP 02 (2018) 118, [1801.05736].

[50] M. A. Amin, M. P. Hertzberg, D. I. Kaiser and J. Karouby, Nonperturbative Dynamics Of Reheating After Inflation: A Review, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 24 (2014) 1530003, [1410.3808].

[51] A. Mazumdar and B. Zaldivar, Quantifying the reheating temperature of the universe, Nucl. Phys. B 886 (2014) 312–327, [1310.5143].

[52] K. Harigaya and K. Mukaida, Thermalization after/during Reheating, JHEP 05 (2014) 006, [1312.3097].

[53] K. Harigaya, M. Kawasaki, K. Mukaida and M. Yamada, Dark Matter Production in Late Time Reheating, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 083532, [1402.2846].

[54] K. Mukaida and M. Yamada, Thermalization Process after Inflation and Effective Potential of Scalar Field, JCAP 02 (2016) 003, [1506.07661].

[55] R. Allahverdi et al., The First Three Seconds: a Review of Possible Expansion Histories of the Early Universe, 2006.16182.

– 30 –

[56] T. Hiramatsu, E. Komatsu, M. Hazumi and M. Sasaki, Reconstruction of primordial tensor power spectra from B-mode polarization of the cosmic microwave background, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 123511, [1803.00176].

[57] E. Komatsu, New physics from the polarized light of the cosmic microwave background, Nature Rev. Phys. 4 (2022) 452–469, [2202.13919].

[58] T. Tram, R. Vallance and V. Vennin, Inflation Model Selection meets Dark Radiation, JCAP 01 (2017) 046, [1606.09199].

[59] I. M. Oldengott, T. Tram, C. Rampf and Y. Y. Y. Wong, Interacting neutrinos in cosmology:

exact description and constraints, JCAP 11 (2017) 027, [1706.02123].

[60] G. Barenboim, P. B. Denton and I. M. Oldengott, Constraints on inflation with an extended neutrino sector, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 083515, [1903.02036].

[61] S. Roy Choudhury, S. Hannestad and T. Tram, Massive neutrino self-interactions and Inflation,

2207.07142.

[62] J. J. Bennett, G. Buldgen, P. F. De Salas, M. Drewes, S. Gariazzo, S. Pastor et al., Towards a precision calculation of N_{eff} in the Standard Model II: Neutrino decoupling in the presence of flavour oscillations and finite-temperature QED, JCAP 04 (2021) 073, [2012.02726].

[63] K. Akita and M. Yamaguchi, A precision calculation of relic neutrino decoupling, JCAP 08 (2020) 012, [2005.07047].

[64] J. Froustey, C. Pitrou and M. C. Volpe, Neutrino decoupling including flavour oscillations and primordial nucleosynthesis, JCAP 12 (2020) 015, [2008.01074].

[65] M. Escudero Abenza, Precision early universe thermodynamics made simple: N_{eff} and neutrino decoupling in the Standard Model and beyond, JCAP 05 (2020) 048, [2001.04466].

[66] Planck collaboration, N. Aghanim et al., Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters, Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020) A6, [1807.06209].

[67] BICEP, Keck collaboration, P. A. R. Ade et al., Improved Constraints on Primordial Gravitational Waves using Planck, WMAP, and BICEP/Keck Observations through the 2018 Observing Season, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127 (2021) 151301, [2110.00483].

[68] P. Agrawal et al., Feebly-interacting particles: FIPs 2020 workshop report,

Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 1015, [2102.12143].

[69] M. Herranen, T. Markkanen and A. Tranberg, Quantum corrections to scalar field dynamics in a slow-roll space-time, JHEP 05 (2014) 026, [1311.5532].

[70] M. Herranen, A. Hohenegger, A. Osland and A. Tranberg, Quantum corrections to inflation:

the importance of RG-running and choosing the optimal RG-scale, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 023525, [1608.08906].

[71] J. Martin and L. Pinol, Opening the reheating box in multifield inflation, JCAP 12 (2021) 022, [2105.03301].

[72] A. D. Linde, Scalar Field Fluctuations in Expanding Universe and the New Inflationary Universe Scenario, Phys. Lett. B 116 (1982) 335–339.

[73] A. A. Starobinsky, STOCHASTIC DE SITTER (INFLATIONARY) STAGE IN THE EARLY UNIVERSE, Lect. Notes Phys. 246 (1986) 107–126.

[74] I. Moss and G. Rigopoulos, Effective long wavelength scalar dynamics in de Sitter, JCAP 05 (2017) 009, [1611.07589].

[75] S. Passaglia, W. Hu, A. J. Long and D. Zegeye, Achieving the highest temperature during reheating with the Higgs condensate, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 083540, [2108.00962].

[76] S. Renaux-Petel and K. Turzyński, Geometrical Destabilization of Inflation,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 117 (2016) 141301, [1510.01281].

[77] T. Krajewski, K. Turzyński and M. Wieczorek, On preheating in α-attractor models of inflation, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 654, [1801.01786].

– 31 –

[78] O. Iarygina, E. I. Sfakianakis, D.-G. Wang and A. Achucarro, Universality and scaling in multi-field α-attractor preheating, JCAP 06 (2019) 027, [1810.02804].

[79] O. Iarygina, E. I. Sfakianakis, D.-G. Wang and A. Achúcarro, Multi-field inflation and preheating in asymmetric α-attractors, 2005.00528.

[80] M. P. DeCross, D. I. Kaiser, A. Prabhu, C. Prescod-Weinstein and E. I. Sfakianakis, Preheating after Multifield Inflation with Nonminimal Couplings, I: Covariant Formalism and Attractor Behavior, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 023526, [1510.08553].

[81] Y. Ema, R. Jinno, K. Mukaida and K. Nakayama, Violent Preheating in Inflation with Nonminimal Coupling, JCAP 02 (2017) 045, [1609.05209].

[82] E. I. Sfakianakis and J. van de Vis, Preheating after Higgs Inflation: Self-Resonance and Gauge boson production, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 083519, [1810.01304].

[83] R. Easther, R. Flauger and J. B. Gilmore, Delayed Reheating and the Breakdown of Coherent Oscillations, JCAP 04 (2011) 027, [1003.3011].

[84] M. Drewes, On finite density effects on cosmic reheating and moduli decay and implications for Dark Matter production, JCAP 11 (2014) 020, [1406.6243].

[85] L. Ming, The thermal feedback effects on the temperature evolution during reheating, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 36 (2021) 2150170, [2104.11874].

[86] D. Curtin, P. Meade and H. Ramani, Thermal Resummation and Phase Transitions, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 787, [1612.00466].

[87] G. Buldgen, Quantum and thermal effects on inflation and neutrino dynamics in the early Universe. PhD thesis, Louvain U., 2020.

[88] J. Garcia-Bellido, D. G. Figueroa and J. Rubio, Preheating in the Standard Model with the Higgs-Inflaton coupled to gravity, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 063531, [0812.4624].

[89] W.-Y. Ai, M. Drewes, D. Glavan and J. Hajer, Oscillating scalar dissipating in a medium, JHEP 11 (2021) 160, [2108.00254].

[90] A. Hosoya and M.-a. Sakagami, Time Development of Higgs Field at Finite Temperature, Phys. Rev. D 29 (1984) 2228.

[91] M. Morikawa, Classical Fluctuations in Dissipative Quantum Systems,

Phys. Rev. D 33 (1986) 3607.

[92] E. Calzetta and B. L. Hu, Dissipation of Quantum Fields From Particle Creation, Phys. Rev. D 40 (1989) 656–659.

[93] D. Boyanovsky, H. J. de Vega, R. Holman, D. S. Lee and A. Singh, Dissipation via particle production in scalar field theories, Phys. Rev. D 51 (1995) 4419–4444, [hep-ph/9408214].

[94] C. Greiner and B. Muller, Classical fields near thermal equilibrium,

Phys. Rev. D 55 (1997) 1026–1046, [hep-th/9605048].

[95] E. W. Kolb, A. Notari and A. Riotto, On the reheating stage after inflation, Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003) 123505, [hep-ph/0307241].

[96] J. Yokoyama, Can oscillating scalar fields decay into particles with a large thermal mass?, Phys. Lett. B 635 (2006) 66–71, [hep-ph/0510091].

[97] D. Bodeker, Moduli decay in the hot early Universe, JCAP 06 (2006) 027, [hep-ph/0605030].

[98] M. Drewes, On the Role of Quasiparticles and thermal Masses in Nonequilibrium Processes in a Plasma, 1012.5380.

[99] K. Mukaida and K. Nakayama, Dynamics of oscillating scalar field in thermal environment, JCAP 01 (2013) 017, [1208.3399].

[100] K. Mukaida and K. Nakayama, Dissipative Effects on Reheating after Inflation, JCAP 03 (2013) 002, [1212.4985].

– 32 –

[101] M. Drewes and J. U. Kang, The Kinematics of Cosmic Reheating,

Nucl. Phys. B 875 (2013) 315–350, [1305.0267].

[102] K. Mukaida, K. Nakayama and M. Takimoto, Fate of Z_2 Symmetric Scalar Field, JHEP 12 (2013) 053, [1308.4394].

[103] M. Drewes and J. U. Kang, Sterile neutrino Dark Matter production from scalar decay in a thermal bath, JHEP 05 (2016) 051, [1510.05646].

[104] M. Laine and S. Procacci, Minimal warm inflation with complete medium response, JCAP 06 (2021) 031, [2102.09913].

[105] O. Lebedev, F. Smirnov, T. Solomko and J.-H. Yoon, Dark matter production and reheating via direct inflaton couplings: collective effects, JCAP 10 (2021) 032, [2107.06292].

[106] D. Bodeker and J. Nienaber, Scalar field damping at high temperatures, 2205.14166.

[107] R. T. Co, E. Gonzalez and K. Harigaya, Increasing Temperature toward the Completion of Reheating, JCAP 11 (2020) 038, [2007.04328].

[108] G. F. Giudice, E. W. Kolb and A. Riotto, Largest temperature of the radiation era and its cosmological implications, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 023508, [hep-ph/0005123].

[109] D. Boyanovsky, K. Davey and C. M. Ho, Particle abundance in a thermal plasma: Quantum kinetics vs. Boltzmann equation, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 023523, [hep-ph/0411042].

[110] P. Carenza, A. Mirizzi and G. Sigl, Dynamical evolution of axion condensates under stimulated decays into photons, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 103016, [1911.07838].

[111] J. Berges and J. Serreau, Parametric resonance in quantum field theory,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 91 (2003) 111601, [hep-ph/0208070].

[112] O. Özsoy, J. T. Giblin, E. Nesbit, G. Şengör and S. Watson, Toward an Effective Field Theory Approach to Reheating, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 123524, [1701.01455].

[113] D. J. H. Chung, Classical Inflation Field Induced Creation of Superheavy Dark Matter, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 083514, [hep-ph/9809489].

[114] K. D. Lozanov and M. A. Amin, Self-resonance after inflation: oscillons, transients and radiation domination, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 023533, [1710.06851].

[115] J. P. B. Almeida, N. Bernal, J. Rubio and T. Tenkanen, Hidden inflation dark matter, JCAP 03 (2019) 012, [1811.09640].

[116] P. B. Greene and L. Kofman, Preheating of fermions, Phys. Lett. B 448 (1999) 6–12, [hep-ph/9807339].

[117] G. F. Giudice, M. Peloso, A. Riotto and I. Tkachev, Production of massive fermions at preheating and leptogenesis, JHEP 08 (1999) 014, [hep-ph/9905242].

[118] P. B. Greene and L. Kofman, On the theory of fermionic preheating,

Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 123516, [hep-ph/0003018].

[119] J. Berges, D. Gelfand and J. Pruschke, Quantum theory of fermion production after inflation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107 (2011) 061301, [1012.4632].

[120] W.-Y. Ai, J. S. Cruz, B. Garbrecht and C. Tamarit, Consequences of the order of the limit of infinite spacetime volume and the sum over topological sectors for CP violation in the strong interactions, Phys. Lett. B 822 (2021) 136616, [2001.07152].

[121] BICEP2, Keck Array collaboration, P. A. R. Ade et al., BICEP2 / Keck Array x:

Constraints on Primordial Gravitational Waves using Planck, WMAP, and New BICEP2/Keck Observations through the 2015 Season, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018) 221301, [1810.05216].

[122] M. Drewes and L. Ming, Connecting Cosmic Inflation to Particle Physics with LiteBIRD, CMB S4, EUCLID and SKA, 2208.07609.

[123] Simons Observatory collaboration, P. Ade et al., The Simons Observatory: Science goals and forecasts, JCAP 02 (2019) 056, [1808.07445].

– 33 –

[124] L. Moncelsi et al., Receiver development for BICEP Array, a next-generation CMB polarimeter at the South Pole, Proc. SPIE Int. Soc. Opt. Eng. 11453 (2020) 1145314, [2012.04047].

[125] H. Sugai et al., Updated Design of the CMB Polarization Experiment Satellite LiteBIRD, J. Low. Temp. Phys. 199 (2020) 1107–1117, [2001.01724].

[126] CMB-S4 collaboration, K. Abazajian et al., CMB-S4: Forecasting Constraints on Primordial Gravitational Waves, Astrophys. J. 926 (2022) 54, [2008.12619].

[127] NASA PICO collaboration, S. Hanany et al., PICO: Probe of Inflation and Cosmic Origins,

1902.10541.

[128] T. Sprenger, M. Archidiacono, T. Brinckmann, S. Clesse and J. Lesgourgues, Cosmology in the era of Euclid and the Square Kilometre Array, JCAP 02 (2019) 047, [1801.08331].

[129] J. Martin, C. Ringeval and V. Vennin, Information Gain on Reheating: the One Bit Milestone, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 103532, [1603.02606].

[130] R. Easther, B. Bahr-Kalus and D. Parkinson, Born to Run: Inflationary Dynamics and Observational Constraints, 2112.10922.

[131] J. B. Muñoz, E. D. Kovetz, A. Raccanelli, M. Kamionkowski and J. Silk, Towards a measurement of the spectral runnings, JCAP 05 (2017) 032, [1611.05883].

[132] Y. Mao, M. Tegmark, M. McQuinn, M. Zaldarriaga and O. Zahn, How accurately can 21 cm tomography constrain cosmology?, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 023529, [0802.1710].

[133] K. Kohri, Y. Oyama, T. Sekiguchi and T. Takahashi, Precise Measurements of Primordial Power Spectrum with 21 cm Fluctuations, JCAP 10 (2013) 065, [1303.1688].

[134] S. Renaux-Petel, Primordial non-Gaussianities after Planck 2015: an introductory review, Comptes Rendus Physique 16 (2015) 969–985, [1508.06740].

[135] T. Sekiguchi, T. Takahashi, H. Tashiro and S. Yokoyama, Probing primordial non-Gaussianity with 21 cm fluctuations from minihalos, JCAP 02 (2019) 033, [1807.02008].

[136] A. Achúcarro et al., Inflation: Theory and Observations, 2203.08128. [137] M. S. Turner, Coherent Scalar Field Oscillations in an Expanding Universe, Phys. Rev. D 28 (1983) 1243.

[138] F. L. Bezrukov and M. Shaposhnikov, The Standard Model Higgs boson as the inflaton, Phys. Lett. B 659 (2008) 703–706, [0710.3755].

[139] Y. Ema, K. Mukaida and K. Nakayama, Fate of Electroweak Vacuum during Preheating, JCAP 10 (2016) 043, [1602.00483].

[140] J. Berges, Introduction to nonequilibrium quantum field theory,

AIP Conf. Proc. 739 (2004) 3–62, [hep-ph/0409233].

[141] A. Hohenegger, A. Kartavtsev and M. Lindner, Deriving Boltzmann Equations from Kadanoff-Baym Equations in Curved Space-Time, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 085027, [0807.4551].

[142] J. S. Schwinger, Brownian motion of a quantum oscillator, J. Math. Phys. 2 (1961) 407–432. [143] P. M. Bakshi and K. T. Mahanthappa, Expectation value formalism in quantum field theory. 1., J. Math. Phys. 4 (1963) 1–11.

[144] L. V. Keldysh, Diagram technique for nonequilibrium processes, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 47 (1964) 1515–1527.

[145] E. Calzetta and B. L. Hu, Nonequilibrium Quantum Fields: Closed Time Path Effective Action, Wigner Function and Boltzmann Equation, Phys. Rev. D 37 (1988) 2878.

[146] S. R. Coleman and E. J. Weinberg, Radiative Corrections as the Origin of Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking, Phys. Rev. D 7 (1973) 1888–1910.

[147] G. Aarts and J. Berges, Nonequilibrium time evolution of the spectral function in quantum field theory, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 105010, [hep-ph/0103049].

– 34 –

[148] M. Drewes, S. Mendizabal and C. Weniger, The Boltzmann Equation from Quantum Field Theory, Phys. Lett. B 718 (2013) 1119–1124, [1202.1301].

[149] B. Garbrecht and M. Garny, Finite Width in out-of-Equilibrium Propagators and Kinetic Theory, Annals Phys. 327 (2012) 914–934, [1108.3688].

[150] A. Anisimov, W. Buchmuller, M. Drewes and S. Mendizabal, Nonequilibrium Dynamics of Scalar Fields in a Thermal Bath, Annals Phys. 324 (2009) 1234–1260, [0812.1934].

[151] H. A. Weldon, Simple Rules for Discontinuities in Finite Temperature Field Theory, Phys. Rev. D 28 (1983) 2007.

[152] G. Buldgen, M. Drewes, J. U. Kang and U. R. Mun, General Markovian Equation for Scalar Fields in a Slowly Evolving Background, JCAP 05 (2022) 039, [1912.02772].

[153] A. Berera, I. G. Moss and R. O. Ramos, Warm Inflation and its Microphysical Basis, Rept. Prog. Phys. 72 (2009) 026901, [0808.1855].

[154] Y.-K. E. Cheung, M. Drewes, J. U. Kang and J. C. Kim, Effective Action for Cosmological Scalar Fields at Finite Temperature, JHEP 08 (2015) 059, [1504.04444].

[155] K.-c. Chou, Z.-b. Su, B.-l. Hao and L. Yu, Equilibrium and Nonequilibrium Formalisms Made Unified, Phys. Rept. 118 (1985) 1–131.

[156] C. Greiner and S. Leupold, Stochastic interpretation of Kadanoff-Baym equations and their relation to Langevin processes, Annals Phys. 270 (1998) 328–390, [hep-ph/9802312].

[157] J. Yokoyama, Fate of oscillating scalar fields in the thermal bath and their cosmological implications, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 103511, [hep-ph/0406072].

– 35 –