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“cosmic microscope”. We identify a distinctive effect of preheating on scalar perturbations
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lated partial preheating”, where this nonlinear effect is consistent with current observations
and can be reached by near future cosmic probes.
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1 Introduction

It is widely held that a period of cosmic inflation has happened in the early universe prior
to the thermal big-bang phase, but it is nontrivial to connect inflation with the thermal
big-bang. The transition is typically realized through reheating. Reheating is an abrupt
and usually violent transition period, during which the inflaton energy is transferred to the
thermal energy of other particles.! The thermal particles can be produced either through
perturbative decays of the inflaton [1-3], or through various nonperturbative and out-
of-equilibrium dynamics [4-11]. The latter possibility is often called preheating, since it
usually happens much faster and thus earlier than the perturbative decays.

The preheating and reheating era dwells in a special corner of our knowledge about the
cosmic history. On the one hand, it contains rich and complex dynamics that appeals to
detailed study. On the other hand, the study of this era is plagued by a lack of observable

'Notable exceptions include warm inflation, where inflation and the thermal big bang could be connected
smoothly.
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Figure 1. Schematic picture of modulated preheating in our paper. Time flows from top to
bottom. Column (a) is an illustration of the scenario with a single mode k. During inflation (I), a
light scalar field x acquires a spatially varying mode x(x), which modulates particle production
during preheating (IT). Preheating is triggered only when |x| > x. (light yellow region), and the
region with |x| < x. (dark green region) has negligible preheating. This then contributes a “square
wave” component to the curvature perturbation A(x(x) (IIT). Column (b) shows a scale invariant
Gaussian sample of x(x) and the corresponding A{(x) which is also scale invariant but almost
bivalued.

effects. Preheating happens at scales tens of e-folds smaller than the CMB scale, and thus
has little impact on large-scale observables. Only a handful of indirect observable effects
of preheating are known, including a slight shift of inflation observables (scalar tilt and
tensor-to-scalar ratio), and a stochastic gravitational wave background at high frequencies.
A recent review could be found in [12]. It is thus desirable to look for more direct observable
effects of preheating, especially the effects from its non-perturbative dynamics.

In this paper, we propose a scenario where the non-perturbative preheating dynam-
ics could affect the large-scale fluctuation in a more direct manner. The key idea is to
probe/perturb the preheating dynamics by an additional light scalar field y, which we call
the modulating field and which is ubiquitous in beyond SM physics.? During inflation,
X acquires a nearly scale-invariant Gaussian background xo(x). After inflation, xo(x) be-
comes the effective coupling that controls preheating. Later in this paper we will show with
an example that preheating is triggered only when |xo| is larger than a critical value x..
Consequently the patches with |xo| below or above x. will experience very different expan-
sion histories. In this way, the modulated preheating process will generate a characteristic
curvature perturbation A((x). We illustrate this process with a cartoon in figure 1.

In figure 1, we highlight the nonlinear nature of preheating, in contrast to modulated
(perturbative) reheating. In the perturbative case, a small variation Ay in the modulating
field (and thus the coupling strength) would induce a small variation in the decay rate

2The SM Higgs could be a candidate for the modulating field, though it is subject to more constraints.
This includes the local non-Gaussianity generated by the Higgs self-interaction during the inflation, as well
as the post-inflationary evolution of the Higgs. See [13] for more discussions.



AT of the inflaton and therefore a small curvature perturbation, ( = AN, where N is
the e-foldings of local expansion during the reheating era. In particular, AN depends
smoothly on x and a Taylor expansion in Ay is always feasible, resulting in a linear relation
between the “incoming” y wave and the “outgoing” ¢ wave. However, in the modulated
preheating case as we will see, the nonlinear nature of the particle production induces an
abrupt dependence on Yy, effectively breaking regions with different y( into two phases.
The resulting ¢ will have an almost bivalued distribution. So the preheating dynamics
has the effect of turning the original sinusoidal waves in y into square waves in (, like a
nonlinear lens.

One may wish to realize this scenario by requiring the y field to modulate the non-
perturbative inflaton decays. However, as we will show, such a scenario with all energy
density piotal going through preheating would result in a curvature perturbation ¢ that is
either nonlinear but too large, or of the right size but linear. To see the aforementioned
nonlinear effect without invoking too large (, we find it better to have only a small fraction
of energy going through preheating, with the rest of energy released smoothly through
perturbative reheating. In section 3, we will describe a model realizing this partial pre-
heating idea, in which we introduce a spectator field ¢ in addition to the inflaton ¢. o
has a subdominant but non-negligible energy density p, during inflation. After inflation,
the o sector will go through the modulated preheating while the inflaton still decays per-
turbatively. This model may appear a bit complicated with multiple fields but serves as
a proof of principle. We will work out the corresponding curvature perturbation of this
modulated partial preheating in section 4. As one can expect, the curvature perturbation
generated from this process is always suppressed by ps/ptotal and can be easily consistent
with observation.

It remains to see how to probe such a “square wave” effect. We explore this issue
in section 5. The main takeaway message is that the effect will manifest itself through
the local non-Gaussianity of n-point correlators (n > 3). Thanks to the modulating field
and its nonlinear distortion, we could observe the nonlinear dynamics of preheating at
super tiny scales directly at CMB scales. It is in this sense we call our scenario a cosmic
MICroscope.

In general the “square wave” effect contributes only a small fraction of the curvature
perturbation, while the major contribution is still from the inflaton fluctuation. Ideally, we
may want to distill a bivalued distribution directly from the observed distribution of (. But
this is very challenging, since the modulated preheating happens within a Hubble patch,
which is much smaller than the resolution, or the size of pixels, of any practical observation.
Consequently, the observed value of { in each pixel is necessarily the average over many
Hubble patches during preheating, making the result no longer bivalued. Therefore it is
important to look for effects that survive this averaging process. We will show that the
averaged ( has little scale dependence, so one could not look for it in the power spectrum.
However, there could be potentially large local non-Gaussianity. In particular, since we
have a fixed square-wave relation between the incoming Gaussian xj’s and outgoing (’s,
we would expect that the sizes of n-point correlations, for all n > 3, have a definite relation.
At least in principle, if we could measure local non-Gaussianity in all n-point correlators,



we should be able to identify this “square wave” component. But in practice, we will be
able to access only a handful of them starting from n = 3. Thus in this work we only focus
on the 3-point function as a case study.

We collect further discussions in section 6 and computational details in two appendices.

Comparison with previous works. Readers familiar with the literature may recognize
that some ingredients of our scenario also appear in scenarios of modulated reheating [13—
17] and modulated preheating [18]. In the former (latter) scenario, the inflaton perturbative
decay (preheating) is controlled by the modulating field. In modulated reheating, the vari-
ation of the local e-fold number could be described by a linear function of y, as mentioned
above. In the modulated preheating that has been studied in the literature, due to the
observed size of ¢ ~ 107°, all the Hubble patches have to be either in an inefficient pre-
heating phase with little energy transfer from inflaton to radiation [18] or in the efficient
preheating phase [19, 20]. It is not allowed that some Hubble patches have little particle
production and negligible back-reaction while others have sufficient particle production and
back-reaction triggered by it. Staying within the same region without phase transitions
makes it possible to generalize the idea of modulated reheating directly to preheating, but
misses the interesting opportunity of probing the nonlinear effects of preheating.

In our scenario, the observational constraint is circumvented by requiring a spectator
field with a sub-dominant energy fraction, instead of an inflaton, to undergo the nonlinear
processes. To differentiate it from the modulated preheating in the literature, we will refer
our mechanism as “modulated partial preheating”. The modulating field can scan different
preheating phases in our scenario and probe the full nonlinear dynamics. The traditional
view that preheating happens at too small a scale to be observable is circumvented by
this scenario, which enhances the nonlinear effects of preheating all the way to CMB
scales. Thus, again, we call this “distorting the scale-invariant perturbation by the lens of
preheating” mechanism a cosmic microscope.

Another class of preheating models that could generate large non-Gaussianities is the
curvaton-type preheating scenario. The key difference is that in those scenarios, the ad-
ditional scalar field with primordial fluctuations (the curvaton) directly participates in
preheating either as a field created during preheating [18, 21-24], or the field responsible
for the particle production [25]. All the couplings in the models are fixed. More details
and references could be found in recent reviews of preheating [12, 26].

2 Overview of modulated (p)reheating

In this section we review briefly (p)reheating and its modulated scenarios. This section
is meant to provide a basic physical picture and some relevant formalism for non-experts.
Readers who are familiar with the subject could safely skip this section.

There is rich physics between the end of inflation and the onset of the thermal universe.
As mentioned briefly in the introduction, there could be both perturbative decays and non-
perturbative particle production. These will be reviewed in section 2.1.

(P)reheating typically depends sensitively on various parameters. When such param-
eters vary over different spatial patches, (p)reheating, and therefore the expansion history



of local universes, could be spatially dependent, too. This could generate additional curva-
ture perturbations at large scales, providing us a unique window to probe the (p)reheating
physics. The required spatially dependent parameter can come from the background value
of a light field x. We will review this modulated scenario in section 2.2.

2.1 Reheating and preheating

In typical inflation scenarios, one needs a mechanism to stop inflation and then convert
the inflaton energy to thermal radiation. The establishment of a thermal universe after
inflation is called reheating. Typically, one can imagine that the inflaton falls into the
bottom of its potential after inflation. Then it starts to oscillate and decay into other
particles. Generically we expect the inflaton potential around the minimum to be quadratic,
V(p) ~ %m?@?. Then the equation governing the inflaton’s evolution is

o(t) + 3HP(t) + mio(t) = 0. (2.1)

The Hubble parameter H(t) decreases after the inflation, and the inflaton ¢ starts to
oscillate when H(t) < mg. A scalar oscillating in a quadratic potential behaves as cold
matter when averaging over oscillation periods 1/mg, and has an effective equation of state
p = 0. So the universe expands as a o t2/3, H ~ 2/(3t). Consequently, ¢(t) ~ t = cos(mgt).

Here we assume that the perturbative decay rate I' of the inflaton is a constant and
much smaller than H(t) at the initial stage of inflaton oscillation, so that ¢ feels little
friction from decays. Eventually, H decreases to I' and the perturbative decays dominate
the friction. The inflaton energy is completely transferred to radiation when H(t) ~ T.
At this point the universe is effectively dominated by radiation with an equation of state
p = p/3 and thus expands as a o< t1/2

The picture of perturbative decays described above is quite generic, but also often
incomplete. There could be various sources of non-perturbative particle production, on
top of the perturbative decays. Usually, such non-perturbative processes, called preheat-
ing, happen within a couple of e-folds after inflation while perturbative reheating usually
happens significantly later. Another generic feature is that preheating could not complete
the energy transfer from the mother scalar field to radiation so perturbative reheating is
still needed to complete the transition after inflation.

Various non-perturbative mechanisms of particle production are known for preheating.
See ref. [12] for a pedagogical introduction. The essential idea is that fast oscillations
of the inflaton could introduce a time dependence in the effective mass of particles the
inflaton couples to directly. In favorable parameter space, this time dependence can trigger
proliferation of the associated particles through resonant production. Here we focus on one
generic class of preheating mechanism known as tachyonic resonance [27]. In the tachyonic
resonance scenario, there is an interaction term, —%gqﬁaz between the inflaton ¢ and a
scalar field o. In Fourier space, the equation of motion for o(t,k) at the linearized level
(ignoring the self-interaction of o) is,

5(t, k) +3H ()6 (t, k) + [m2 + gpo(t) + a 2(t)k?*]o(t, k) = 0. (2.2)
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Figure 2. Floquet chart for eq. (2.3). The lighter regions correspond to unstable bands while the
darker blue regions are stable with Tm ug(Ag, q) = 0.

To understand how o(t,k) evolves in time, it is helpful to consider the same problem in a
non-expanding space (¢ = 1 and H = 0), in which case the inflaton background is simply
do(t) = ¢ cos(meyt). Then the equation above reduces to the Mathieu equation,

0" (z,k) 4+ [Ag + 2g cos(2z)]o(2,k) = 0, (2.3)

where 2z = myt/2, A = 4(m2 + kz)/mi, q= 295)/m3,, and the prime denotes d/dz. The
most general solution of this equation is well known, and can be written as

o(z,k) = e ({7 (2) 4 77 17 (), (2.4)

where f(*) are periodic functions, f&)(z + 7) = f&)(2) for any z, and the exponent
pr = px(Ag,q). Therefore, in regions of parameter space with Im py(Ax, q) # 0, we will
get an exponential enhancement of 0. The exponent py(Ag,q) is conventionally displayed
in the (A, q) plane, known as the Floquet chart, as shown in figure 2.

The picture becomes more complicated after including the cosmic expansion and the
back-reaction to the background geometry. When the expansion is slower than the charac-
teristic time scale of the system, namely H < mgy (which has to hold for the inflaton to os-
cillate), one could still use the adiabatic intuition. That is, one can think of ¢ = 2g¢(t)/ mi
as a time-dependent parameter and slowly decreasing towards zero as ¢(t) o< 1/t. (Note
that physics is invariant under ¢ — —q.) Inspecting the Floquet chart, we see that the
cosmic expansion would eventually bring the system out of resonance bands for a generic
initial value of ¢, since the small ¢ region has no resonance. However, it is also possible
that the expansion brings a previously non-resonant ¢ into a resonant band en route. This
complicated process due to expansion of the universe is called stochastic resonance [11].
In addition, once sufficiently many daughter particles are produced, they will back-react
on the mother field and excite high-momentum modes. Both fields will eventually be frag-
mented spatially. Depending on the couplings in the model, preheating may end in the



first stage with little particle production or go through the back-reaction stage, which we
will refer to as efficient preheating later. Note that efficient preheating in this paper does
not imply full energy transfer from mother to daughter particles. It only means that an
order one fraction of energy is transferred. We will discuss more about these interesting
dynamics in our model in section 3.

For the purpose of this section, it suffices to point out that the equation of state of
the universe can be altered quickly by preheating. Since the resonant production usually
excites high k& modes through back-reaction, the equation of state p = wp can quickly
evolve towards w = 1/3 in the case of efficient preheating.

2.2 Modulated (p)reheating

All the causal dynamics described above happens within a Hubble patch after inflation,
whose size is extremely small compared with the CMB scale. In the simplest picture of
single field inflation, different patches evolve similarly. In particular, preheating would
happen either in all patches or in none.

There are alternatives when we go beyond the single field picture. Suppose that,
in addition to the inflaton ¢, there is a light scalar field x with mass m, < Hj,s, the
Hubble scale during inflation. During inflation, it develops a spatially varying background
X = x(x) at cosmological scales. The fluctuation dy is almost scale invariant since y is
light, and typically has the size dx ~ Hiys. Then, after inflation, the x background within
each Hubble patch will be a constant over space (but not necessarily in time?).

It is plausible that the variation in the background value xo would affect the expansion
history in each individual Hubble patch. Consider perturbative reheating first. In this case,
the cubic coupling % g¢o? that has been considered in the previous section is actually from
a dim-4 operator %g’x¢a2 with ¢ = ¢’xo. Then the perturbative decay rate I'(¢p — o)
x2. As a result, the time of reheating t,c,, determined by I' = H(t), depends on Yo
through its dependence on I'. Consequently, varying x over large scales induces a change
of expansion histories across different Hubble patches, and thus provides a new source
generating curvature perturbations. This is known as the modulated reheating scenario,
and we call y the modulating field from now on.

The idea above can be neatly formulated by the so-called N formalism [28-30]. In
short, the curvature perturbation ((t2,x) at a later time t9, long after the reheating com-
pletes, receives contributions from two distinct sources. One is the “primordial perturba-
tion” generated during inflation ((¢1,x), where ¢; is chosen before inflation ends but after
the modes of interest go outside of the horizon. The other one is the contribution from the
“reheating” era, namely between t; and ts, in the form of perturbed e-folding number N,

C(tg,x) :C(tl,x)+6N(t1,t2,X), 5N(t1,t2,x) EN(tl,tQ,X)—N(tl,tg,X), (25)

3Depending on its potential V(x), the x field would in general have nontrivial time dependence after
inflation. For instance, if V(x) = %miXQ, then x will start oscillating when H drops to my. In this section
we will ignore the evolution of x for simplicity, without affecting the main conclusion. Practically, one can
achieve this by assuming m, < H (t) for all ¢ of interest. However, the post-inflationary evolution could be

crucial in some cases, see for example [13].



where N is the unperturbed e-folding number. In the single field story, the curvature
perturbation comes mainly from ((¢;,x) and JN can be neglected. But in the modulated
reheating, 4V is non-negligible. In fact, assuming the equation of state is w = 0 before
reheating and w = 1/3 afterwards, we can find,

treh to 2 tre 1 t
N(tl,tg,x):/ dtH(t)—i—/ dtH(t):§log th+§10gt2 :
t1 treh 1 reh

(2.6)

Here we have used H = 2/(3t) for matter domination and H = 1/(2t) for radiation
domination. Now we perturb I', and thereby perturb f,e,. From the relation H = 2/(3t)
(t < tren) and H(tren) =T, we get dtren/tren = —0L' /T, and therefore,

Since 0" x dx, the curvature perturbation gets a contribution from Jdx in this scenario.

The formalism above can be directly adapted to include preheating. Instead of the
perturbative decay rate I', the preheating efficiency is controlled by the pj; parameter
introduced in eq. (2.4), which depends on the coupling g, and thus on the modulating field
X, in a highly nonlinear way, as illustrated in figure 2. The parameter pj then determines
the time preheating occurs, tpre, which roughly sets the boundary between effective matter
domination (due to inflaton oscillation) and effective radiation domination. A variation
in tpe would perturb the expansion history, similar to the perturbative case discussed
above. The crucial difference, though, is that the parameter p; (and thus tpr.) depends
on x in a highly nonlinear way. Consequently, a small linear change in x could induce a
large nonlinear perturbation in the expansion history. We would then expect a dramatic
nonlinear contribution to the curvature perturbation through this mechanism. In fact,
we will show in the following sections that the curvature perturbation induced by such a
modulated preheating scenario is almost always too large to be consistent with the observed
value ¢ ~ 107°. This leads us to consider a preheating scenario with sufficient nonlinear
effects in the curvature perturbation but a small overall amplitude of (. The model will be
discussed in the following sections.

3 The model and phase diagram

In this section we will first present our main model in which a fraction of curvature per-
turbation is from modulated preheating. In this model, 1) the size of the curvature fluc-
tuation can be easily made consistent with the observation while 2) it still carries the
non-perturbative information of the preheating processes. We argue in last section that
these two properties are difficult to be realized simultaneously in the inflaton preheating
scenario. To circumvent this problem, we introduce a spectator field o which goes through
the non-perturbative decay, while the inflaton still decays perturbatively.

To be concrete, we will still use the trilinear coupling, analogous to what we have
reviewed in the previous section, but between the spectator ¢ and an additional scalar 1,
and the associated tachyonic resonance mechanism. We will also present a phase diagram
of the mechanism in the parameter space of the model.



3.1 The model

We consider a model containing four scalar fields: the inflaton ¢; a spectator field o with
a sub-dominant but not negligible energy fraction during inflation; the daughter scalar
particle ¥ that could be produced through non-adiabatic and nonlinear processes; and fi-
nally, the modulating field x with a spatially varying background that dictates the coupling
between ¢ and . The full scalar potential is given by

V=V(@)+V()+V(e)+ g(QX)m/;Q + 21/14, (3.1)

where we assume that the sector of o and ¥ is decoupled from the inflaton sector. The
potential is subject to the following constraints:

1. The potential is bounded from below. This requires

% (9(X>>2 <1, (3.2)

Mg

where m, = V" (0min)-

2. o’s energy density is sub-dominant during inflation, p, ~ V(0g) < anfM}%l with g
the background value of o and Hi,s the Hubble parameter during inflation. Mp; ~
2.4 x 10*® GeV is the reduced Planck mass. Here we assume that V(o) also has the
form of a slow-roll potential. That is, V(o) is flat enough during the inflation and
the kinetic energy %d’g can be neglected.

3. my > Heng immediately at the end of inflation so that o field starts oscillating in
its potential around the minimum oy,;; at the end of the inflation. Combining with
Constraint 2, we see that it is favorable to have a hill-top like potential for o.

4. For simplicity we will assume that V() is very flat so that y, once it has acquired
some fluctuations during inflation, remains roughly constant during the whole pe-
riod of preheating. This is not necessary and one can consider a more complicated
situation with a non-trivial post-inflationary evolution of y.

The fraction of energy density in the o field at the end of inflation is

2 2
2 m2o? _ [ moo0 (Hend>2 . 10-10 [ M0 ( Heng >2 (3.3)
prov  HZGME H? Mp H? 1013 GeV /) '

end end end

Since the highest inflationary Hubble scale is bounded to be 10'3 GeV [31] at least in simple
models, to have the fraction larger than 107!, we need to have

00 > Hend, (3.4)

> Heng but not much larger than Hepg.

~

assuming my



3.2 Tachyonic resonance of the spectator field
3.2.1 Linearized equation of motion

Now we study the production of v particles. For this purpose we will first consider the
linearized equation of motion for 1, ignoring the back-reaction.

We assume that inflaton oscillates after inflation in a quadratic potential before its
perturbative reheating so that it generates a matter domination background with a scale

a(t) = ag (t)m _ (m;tf/ 0 (3.5)

to

where in the second step, we set the initial time and scale factor to be ty = 2/m, and

factor

ag = 1 for convenience of calculations latter. The coherent oscillation of the o field also
redshifts as matter with an amplitude
oo

o(t) = a0 cos [mg(t —to)] . (3.6)

Given the o background above, together with the potential in eq. (3.1), we can find the

linearized equation of motion for . In Fourier space, the equation for a comoving mode

k is,
P . 2
Py + 3Hy, + (52 + QU(t)> Yy, = 0. (3.7)

Here we treat g as a constant in each Hubble patch since the horizon size after inflation is
much smaller than the wavelength of x fluctuations and the value of x is roughly a constant
in each patch. Upon substitution

t=t/to=mgt/2, X =d%%p, A)=(2k/my)?, and qy = 2goo/m2, (3.8)

the equation above transforms to a form of the Mathieu equation as reviewed before, except
for the redshift dependences:
d> X}, ( AV 2gg

5t 5y 5 cos [2( - 1)}) X =0. (3.9)

We have reviewed the solution to this type of equation without cosmic expansion in sec-
tion 2.1. Below we will include the expansion effects.

The most important consequence of expansion of the universe is that it will eventually
kill the particle production process when A9 /#*/3 < 1 and 4qo/t < 1. Thus the comoving
occupation number nj; of mode k is expected to grow exponentially first and then reach
a plateau. Indeed this could be confirmed both analytically and numerically. It is found
analytically in ref. [32] that in the exponentially growing stage, for large enough ¢qo > 5,
the comoving occupation number as a function of time could be approximated by

Sav 7 120“4221/6_{_”.

In N~ —\/q t— y 3.10
- T (3.10)
where @ ~ 0.85 and --- contain constant and phase terms which either don’t depend on

time or depend weakly on time. According to eq. (3.10), there are three important features
of the growth:

~10 -
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Figure 3. The logarithm of the comoving occupation number ny, as a function of time for k, A9 = 0
and different choices of gy. Numerical results are shown by black curves. The red dashed lines show
the analytical estimates based on eq. (3.10). The orange dotted lines indicate tierm estimated using
eq. (3.12).

1. Larger qo (or equivalently, larger trilinear coupling) leads to faster exponential growth.

2. The cosmic expansion slows down the growth so that the comoving occupation num-
ber nj, grows with an exponent proportional to v/t instead of ¢ as in the case of a

non-expanding universe.

3. Increasing the wave number k& would reduce the growth exponent. For fixed ¢, the
largest wave number k.« that can be excited can be found by asking the two terms
in eq. (3.10) to cancel. This leads to

My ~
Fmax = 7\/(70751/6. (3.11)

In the linearized analysis, particle production is terminated by the cosmic expansion
at tierm, which satisfies [32]

A9 ~ term
B st (1 -k ) . where From = mff% (3.12)
term term

The analytical formula in egs. (3.10) and (3.12) agree well with numerical results obtained
by solving eq. (3.9) numerically, as shown in figure 3. Note that eq. (3.10) breaks down
when go < 5. For smaller g, there is simply not much particle production as demonstrated
in the first panel of figure 3.

- 11 -



3.2.2 Phase diagram

Particle production transfers energy from o to ¢. In the linearized analysis, the fraction
of energy density of ¥ at any time before tie;m, could be estimated to be

= ~en

" potu(t) m2o3 460802t

s = ool _ 2pp()a(t)’ | sefF g0 (7:;)2 (3.13)

More details of the derivation for the equation above could be found in appendix A. Re-
quiring 6 (tterm(k = 0)) = 0.1, we find that

¢o/m
G0 = qc ~ 30 + 0.841log ( 1613¢ : (3.14)

When ¢y < gc (g0 > ¢¢), the fraction of energy density in y is below (above) 10% at tierm-

If at a time, teom, there is a significant fraction (e.g. 10%) of energy density in the 1
field comparable to what remains in the o field, the back-reaction from % to the mother
field o through the trilinear coupling could not be ignored. The linearized analysis breaks
down. Instead a full numerical simulation based on coupled equations of motion is needed
as in ref. [33]. Once the back-reaction is effective, the system will quickly evolve into
an energy equipartition state with similar amounts of energy in the ¢ and o fields. The
effective equation of state,

Wgub = psub/psub (315)

of the sub-system of ¢ and 1, also quickly rises to a plateau ~ 0.3, signaling a mixed
radiation-matter state [33]. In the discussions below, we will approximate the asymptotic
value of wgyp, to be that of radiation 1/3, for simplicity of the calculation without modifying
the conclusions.

One additional complication arises from the self-interaction of the ¢ field. If the
quartic coupling A is large enough and sufficiently many 1 particles are produced, the
self-interaction of 9 turns into an effective positive mass term A(1)?)1)? and slows down the
particle production.

Putting the considerations together, we have three possible “phases” (regions) in the
(go, M) plane, as depicted in figure 4:

e Region 1: gy < g.. In this region, tierm < tcom- Particle production is stopped by
expansion of the universe before there are comparable energies in o and . Back-
reaction is negligible and the analysis based on the linearized equation of motion is
valid. The fraction of energy transferred from o to v is exponentially sensitive to qq,
as shown in eq. (3.13), but it is always < 1. Thus wgyy, is always approximately zero.

e Region 2: ¢p > ¢. and 0.1 < % (%)2 < 1. In this regime, tierm > tcom- At around
tcom, the linearized equation of motion breaks down and the system will quickly rises
to a constant wg,p close to 1/3. When ¢q is large enough, this is approximately a
step function in time. Notice that there could be more details in the time evolution
of wgyp, as shown in figure 2 in ref. [33]. For instance, before settling down to the
asymptotic value, wg,p, could have an intermediate oscillation stage.
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Figure 4. Schematic phase diagram of the spectator tachyonic resonance mechanism in the pa-
rameter space (¢o, A). Wsub = Psub/Psub defined for the (sub-)system of o and ¢. The black curve
2
99

corresponds to A = <2 (

corresponds to a large enough A, which leads to a large positive A()?)1)? to stop particle production
and separates region 2 and 3.

Mo
go

2
) , below which the potential is unbounded. The green dashed curve

g
Mo
as in region 2 and the linearized analysis breaks down. In addition, the quartic in-

e Region 3: gg > ¢, and % ( )2 2 0.1. In this region, back-reaction is non-negligible
teraction, A(1)?)1)? becomes important and comparable to the trilinear term g(o)v)?.
It acts as an effective positive mass term for ¢ and slows down the tachyonic particle
production process. This is probably the most tricky region with no simple descrip-
tion of the time evolution. The schematic picture of time evolution of wg,y, in figure 4
merely serves as an illustration.

Note that numerical simulations in ref. [33] supporting this phase diagram are imple-
mented in the inflaton preheating scenario. We have carried out lattice simulations for
the preheating of the spectator field ¢ with a fixed cosmic expansion and checked that
this phase diagram still holds. More details of the simulation results could be found in
appendix B.

4 Modulated partial preheating

At the end of last section, we presented the “phase diagram” for our preheating scenario,
as in figure 4. Throughout our treatment in the previous section, we took the coupling g
responsible for preheating to be a constant. It is indeed a constant in time within each
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Hubble patch if the modulating field x has little evolution during preheating, which we
assume for simplicity. But across many different Hubble patches, the coupling g(x) will
vary spatially, due to the spatial fluctuations of x developed during inflation. Therefore,
by looking at different Hubble patches, we effectively scan different regions in the phase
diagram. In this section, we will figure out the resulting density perturbation (, using the
0N formalism reviewed in section 2.2.

There exist several possible scenarios for which region(s) in figure 4 the modulating
field x scans. The simplest ones are that the modulating field only scans one region, e.g.,
region 1, as discussed in the original modulated inflaton preheating paper [18] or region 3,
as discussed in refs [19, 20]. In fact, these are the only possibilities allowed for modulated
inflaton preheating given the constraint on the size of the curvature fluctuation. The more
interesting possibility, which only appears when we consider modulated partial preheating
for a spectator field, is that the variation of the modulating field covers a broad range of
go = 2g0o/m? and thus scans multiple regions. For instance, the modulating field scans
Regions 1 and 2. As the value of the modulating field varies from one Hubble patch to
the other, some patches have negligible particle production with relatively simple dynamics
that could be described by linearized equations of motion (region 1) while the other patches
have efficient preheating with complicated dynamics due to back-reaction (region 2). This
possibility could be realized if the trilinear coupling depends on the light modulating field as

X2
g(X) = N (4'1)

where the cutoff A > o¢ for the effective field theory to be valid. Since the modulating
field is light during inflation, its fluctuation dx ~ Hiys while the mean value (xg) could be
around or above Hi,s for y with a very flat potential. Then we have the mean value of ¢y
and the variation in gy to be

(X0>200 < <X0>2 < <Xo>2

<QO> ~ Amg— ~ mg ~ H—ignfa

5d0 ~ <X0/>X(1751>§)00 < <X(;>§X> < <><2§‘i’<), (4.2)

where we use that m, = Heng, the Hubble scale at the end of inflation, and assume that
Hubble scales do not change much throughout inflation Heng ~ Hins. To scan different
regions, (qo) has to be close to g., which is of order (10-100) as shown in eq. (3.14). Thus,

we need
(x0) ~ O(a few—10) Hinf, (4.3)

and dgo ~ O(0.1){qo).
In this case, one could model the time evolution of wgy}, in different regions simply as

Region 1: wgp = Psub 0, (4.4)
Psub
Region 2: Wgub = 07 ¥0 < % < %com(QO(X))a
= 1/3 % > %com(QO(X)) (45)
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Figure 5. Characteristic time scales in region 2 with efficient preheating of o and region 1 with
negligible preheating of 0. We also indicate wgyp.

where teom = teomMo /2 is the rescaled time when there are comparable energies in o and
1. Now we could see in a more quantitative way beyond the argument we sketch at the
end of section 2.2 why we require the spectator field instead of the inflaton to preheat. If o
is the inflaton, wgy,, is then the equation of state for the entire system. Varying go to jump
from region 1 to region 2 leads to O(1) differences in w between different Hubble patches.
The number of e-folds, N « [ Hdt = ﬁ J dt/t, will change by O(1), too. The variation
of N yields an O(1) contribution to the curvature fluctuation ¢, which is too large to be
consistent with the observation ¢ ~ 107°. Therefore, we consider the initial energy density

of o to be a small fraction, v, of the total energy density shortly after inflation at time ¢g:

_ Po (to)

"~ prot(to)

<1 (4.6)

We focus on the scenario where the modulating field scans region 1 and region 2. After

to, there are three relevant time scales in the scenario: teom, when the efficient preheating

/
reh’

tren, the perturbative reheating time of the inflaton, present in both regions. We assume

happens in region 2; ¢ the perturbative reheating time of the spectator field o; and
that o reheats before the inflaton so that ¢, < tyen. Though the trilinear coupling a)?
could also lead to perturbative reheating via ¢ — ), we assume that o reheats through
other channels, e.g., decays to two fermions. This assumption is to make reheating and
preheating of ¢ independent of each other to simplify the discussions. We hold the decay
widths of o and the inflaton, I'; and Iy, to be spatially invariant so that the total energy of
the universe when ¢ (o) reheats is a constant across all Hubble patches. Note that there is
a subtlety here: due to different expansion histories, tyen and ¢, vary slightly in different
patches though the total energy densities at these times are invariant. The relevant time
scales and the flow of events in both regions are depicted in figure 5.

In the 6 N formalism, we compute the number of e-folds between two uniform energy
density slices (which are not necessarily constant time slices) in each Hubble patch. In
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our scenario, we choose the two slices to be a slice shortly after inflation at tg and the
inflaton reheating slice at t.on. Since the inflaton ¢ redshifts as matter, N between the end
of inflation and inflaton reheating is given by

1 t
N = Ligg Lolto) (4.7)
3 p(ﬁ(treh)
where py(to) is the energy density of inflaton immediately after inflation and pg(tren) is
the energy density of inflaton when it reheats at t,en. Since the inflaton reheats when the
Hubble scale drops to be its perturbative decay width I'y (which is taken to be fixed),

we have

Ptot (treh) = 3]\41‘12>11:[(tl"eh)2 = 3M1%1P35 = p¢>(treh) + pa(treh)v (48)

where py(tren) is the energy density of the decay products from either preheating or re-
heating of ¢ at the inflaton reheating time.

For patches in region 2 with |qo| > ¢., approximating o and its daughters to redshift
as radiation after teom as in eq. (4.5),* we have

Po(ten) = pros(ten) — (k) = pros(ten) [ 1= (C;(&f))ﬂ . (4.9)

In the equation above, we take into account that after ¢’s preheating, the energy density
of o and its decay products dilutes faster than that of the inflaton and thus the fraction
of energy density stored in the sub-system is reduced further by a factor of % Given

that to the leading order of v, the whole system redshifts as matter, we have

2/3 2/3 2/3
alleom) (tm> ~ (H (treh)> ~ (3 T, tcom> : (4.10)
a(treh) treh H(tcom) 2

where we use that in a matter domination phase, a(t) t2/3 H = % and Hpe, = [y,
Combining all the equations above, we obtain that in patches with efficient spectator
preheating (region 2),

t 1 r 2/3
Ny = Liog polt) 1, [1_7(“%) ]

1
3 Ptot (treh) 3 2
1 (

t 37 23
log - Pe 0) =+ 7 (¢tc0m> . (411)

3 Ptot (treh) 3 2

In patches without efficient preheating (region 1) with |go| < ¢, we have

1 t 1 t 1 !
Ny =<1 M—710 ’O‘AO))—?)lo {1_7a(treh)}

3 pzz)(treh) 3 Ptot (treh a(treh)
1 poto) v <F¢)2/3

~ —log—————+ = [ = . 4.12
3 8 Ptot (treh) 3 Fcr ( )

4Strictly speaking, efficient preheating only transfers an order one amount of energy from o to ¢ and
the leftover o still needs to reheat to turn into radiation fully. Yet in the tachyonic resonance scenario, wsub
reaches a plateau close to 1/3 after preheating and we ignore the small difference between wsun, and 1/3,
which won’t affect the conclusions.
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Note that the formula above is based on our assumption that o reheats before inflaton
reheats. If the order is switched, after the inflaton reheats, o still redshifts as matter and
its energy fraction increases. We will not discuss this possibility further.

In summary, the e-folding number N as a function of ¢y (and thus the modulating field

X) is

N(q0) = Na + A9 (qe — |qo]), (4.13)
where 1 is the Heaveside step function and
2/3 2/3 2/3
gl F¢>> gl (3T¢ ) gl <F¢>)
A=N - Ny~ L (2) (224 ) ~L(22) | 4.14
123(FU 3\ 2 @ 3\I, (4.14)

where in the last step, we use the fact that preheating happens (much) earlier before
reheating, tcom < 1/I'c < 1/I'y. Thus the value of A is independent of the modulating
field x. So the local e-folding number across different Hubble patches behaves as a square
wave as the trilinear coupling varies, as shown in panel (a) (III) of figure 1. Note that A
is proportional to v, the initial energy fraction of o, but suppressed further by (I'y/ FU)Q/ 3
In the limit that inflaton reheating happens much later than the reheating of o, A — 0.

5 Non-Gaussianity as a probe of preheating history

In the last section we show that the modulated partial preheating is able to generate
a contribution to the curvature perturbation in a highly nonlinear fashion but with a
suppressed amplitude. The total curvature fluctuation ¢ has two contributions,

C = Cinf + Cmpa (51)
where (inf = —(Hinf/¢0)6¢ is from the usual inflaton fluctuation, and (mp is from the
modulated preheating,

Gap (%) = IN (%) = AV (X — [xo0(x)]), (5.2)

where A ~ /3 (F¢/FJ)2/3, Xe = Va.Am2/(200), and xo(x) is the background of the
modulating field x generated during inflation, which we take to be Gaussian and scale

invariant. We assume that the mixing between the inflaton and y fluctuations is small and
thus ignore cross correlators.

In figure 1 we demonstrate with a simple cartoon that (m,(x) looks like a square wave
for a single k-mode of x. But the scale-invariant modulating field y is a superposition of
many k-modes and there is no simple square-wave like behavior after the superposition.
Thus we need to look elsewhere for its observable consequences.

In this section we will show that one possible set of observables is local non-Gaus-
sianities of (. The relation in eq. (5.2) distorts the original Gaussian spectrum of y in a
distinctive way, and it is in principle possible to reconstruct this “square-wave function”
in eq. (5.2) by measuring all n-point correlations of (. Practically this is surely very
challenging, and we have access to only a handful of n-point correlations that could possibly
be extracted from data, starting from n = 3. So in this section we will use the 3-point
function as an example and leave a more exhaustive study for future work. We will also
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assume that the non-Gaussianity is dominated by the contributions from (pp,, while the
contribution from (¢ is negligible.

It is well known that the local non-Gaussianity that is actually observable in a finite
region does not necessarily agree with the one predicted by a model (as we will do below).
See for instance [34]. This is caused by the biasing of super-horizon modes via the cou-
pling of modes with different sizes. The finite-chart bias is particularly important when
the fluctuation is highly non-Gaussian. In our model, the curvature perturbation is never
highly non-Gaussian, since we assume partial modulated preheating, in which the domi-
nant contribution to the curvature perturbation is still from the nearly Gaussian inflaton
perturbations. But the small non-Gaussianity in our model can be non-perturbative, in
the sense that the curvature perturbation from the modulated preheating sector does not
allow a Taylor expansion in terms of Gaussian variables. Given the small non-Gaussianity,
we expect the finite-chart bias discussed in [34] to be small in our model. But it is useful to
keep in mind this small ambiguity when confronting our model parameters with observa-
tion constraints (like in figure 10). It is also interesting to study how the n-point function
in our model changes with the size of observable universe. We leave this for future studies.

Since we work in a fully nonlinear regime where the usual perturbative expansion does
not work, we will first present a formalism in section 5.1 that works for this special case. A
similar treatment was developed to compute non-Gaussianity in curvaton-type preheating
in ref. [35]. In section 5.2 we will apply this formalism to the study of modulated partial
preheating.

We note in passing that the form of the curvature perturbation (np in eq. (5.2) is
reminiscent of the barrier-crossing model of Press-Schechter type for halo formation [36].
Several formalisms are known to calculate halo correlation functions, see for example [37].
For instance, one could expand the Heaviside step function in eq. (5.2) in terms of Hermite
polynomials. This is particularly useful to calculate halo power spectrum in momentum
space where the expansion converges rapidly. In our case, as we will show below, the
correction to the primordial power spectrum is manifestly scale invariant (unlike the halo
power spectrum with strong scale dependence), up to soft breaking by finite observation
range, provided that the modulating field has a nearly scale invariant power spectrum. This
has no independent observational consequence, so we have to go beyond the two-point level
and study non-Gaussianities. In this case the method of Hermite polynomial expansion
is not simpler than the one we will present below. But it still provides an interesting
possibility for calculating the correlation functions in momentum space. It could also be
useful to quantify the relative sizes of n-point correlators of (np for different values of n.
We leave a systematic study of this possibility for future work.

Since we will focus only on (y,p, we will drop the subscript in the rest of this section
unless confusion may arise.

5.1 General formalism

The nonlinear nature of the preheating process means that ¢ depends on the background
value of the modulating field x in a nontrivial way, invalidating the Taylor expansion. So we
must treat the function ¢ = {(x) nonlinearly. This will introduce characteristic local-type
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non-Gaussianities of ¢ at large scales. Since the functional dependence ((x) = ((x(x)) is
local in position space, it is more convenient to consider the fluctuations in position space
instead of momentum space. Going from the usual formulation in momentum space to
position space introduces some subtleties, which we will discuss first before presenting the
general formalism.

The vacuum fluctuation of the light modulating field x (m, < Hint) is governed
by a classical Gaussian distribution outside the horizon. In momentum space, it has a
zero mean (0xyx) = 0. The 2-point function (power spectrum) can be parameterized as
(01, 0X1) = (27)36G) (ky + ko) Py (k1). For a light field x, the power spectrum will be
nearly scale-invariant,
P 271'2A3<

(k) =~ 3

We would like to understand how this looks like in position space. To this end one could

(5.3)

try a straightforward Fourier transform as follows,

Bk BPKe e s PR e
(oxGeoxe) = [ G e D i) = [ G R, (5.4)

which is divergent. The divergence is in the IR, meaning that we would see increasing

correlations by going to larger scales. But observation-wise we are always limited by the
total amount of data available to us — the size of the observable universe, which introduces
an IR cutoff L, explicitly breaking the scale invariance. As a result, the position-space
correlator becomes

(oxxax))s = A% [sine (217220 — (el (5.5)
where sinc(z) = sin(z)/z and the cosine integral Ci(z) = [ cos(t)/t dt. For |x; —x2| < L,
we have,

(0x(x1)dx(x2)) L ~ Ai log (5.6)

|x1 — X’
where L = Le' ™% with yg the Euler gamma constant. The 2-point function also diverges
in the coincident point limit. This divergence is cut off by the resolution of the sampling.
Suppose the size of the pixel is ¢, the above 2-point function tells us that x(x) at a given
point is a random Gaussian variable with a zero mean and a variance
2 2 L
(6x"(x)) =~ A log 7] (5.7)
As a check of the position space correlator, we could Fourier transform it back to the
momentum space and obtain

: L 4
3, —ikx A2 AT 2 s .
/ @t XA log & 15 AL Si(KL) —sin(KL)],
22 2 . 1
~ FAX 1-— - sin(kL) + O (kLﬂ , (5.8)
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where the sine integral Si(z) = [; sin(t)/t dt and in the second line, we keep leading
terms in the kL > 1 limit. Indeed we recover the original scale invariant power spectrum
in momentum space, with corrections of the form sin(kL). This is a typical artifact of
the sharp cutoff. Such fast oscillatory terms have characteristic scale L, which sets the
resolution of measuring k£ and is averaged to zero.

Now we consider the non-Gaussianities induced by the nonlinear preheating processes.
By nonlinear we mean that the curvature perturbation { generated during preheating is a
nonlinear function of the modulating field fluctuation, {(x) = {(dx(x)). In the standard
0N formalism, one often Taylor expands this function in terms of small fluctuation dy as
((x) D 6N = N — N = Nybx(x) + Np(dx(x))? + ---, which directly leads to a nonzero
local non-Gaussiainity even when Jdy itself is purely Gaussian. However, as we have shown,
in modulated partial preheating, N is not a smooth function and a Taylor expansion is
impossible, which makes a non-perturbative treatment essential. The question is then to
find the correlation function ({(dx)---{(dx)) given the function ¢ = ((dx) and the fact
that &y is scale-invariant and Gaussian. As we mentioned above, it is easier to compute in
position space as the relation ¢ = ((x) is local in position.

In general, the n-point correlation function could be computed as a functional integral

<(91 [x(x1)] - '-On[x(xn)]> = N/ {l;ldx(X)] exp [— ;/d?’wd?’y X(x)D(x, y)x(¥)

x O1[x(x1)] - - Onlx(3n)]; (5.9)

where N is the overall normalization factor and D(x,y) is the functional inverse of the
2-point correlator G(x,y) = (x(x)x(y)), satisfying

/d3y D(x,y)G(y, ) = 6(x — 2). (5.10)

To calculate the correlator of curvature perturbations (, we can just take O;[x(x;)] =
C(x(x;)) and carry out the functional integral above. However, there is a simpler way that
turns the functional integral above into an ordinary integral [35]. The idea is to expand
the function ((x) in plane waves e“X rather than in powers x™. The plane wave e“X can
be treated as a generating function of moments (x™). To see how it works, let’s define

¢(x) Z/;:ewzw, (5.11)
which is point-wise in x. Then, the n-point correlator of the curvature fluctuation ¢ can
be found by

dwq dwy,

(C(x1) - C(xn)) = or T Ton

The correlator on the right side could be calculated explicitly,

(] Sxetne) =y / [de(x)]e—; J a2y x()Deey)x(y)+ [ d¥xw(x)x(x)

G+ Ca {ioxBe) L plonxxa)) (5.12)

e | - 3 [ Exdy w0 (G| (5.13)
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To calculate the correlator in eq. (5.12), we can simply take w(x) = > 1 wid(x — x;),
and get

n

Co e Eo exp [—; S wiwi (x(x)x(x,))] . (5.14)
ig=1

(Cla) -y = [ Gt T
This is an ordinary integral over n variables w; (i = 1,---,n). Furthermore, since
(x(x)x(y)) = f(rsy) depends only on the distance r;, = |x —y|, the correlator ((") is
a function of distances r;; = |x; —x;| only. In particular, this dependence encodes informa-
tion of Zw which is equivalent to (). Therefore, the distance dependence in the n-point
correlator encodes information of preheating that is packed into ((x) in the modulated
partial preheating scenario.

5.2 Correlators in modulated partial preheating

Now we apply the formalism above to the modulated partial preheating scenario and cal-
culate the two- and 3-point correlators. The starting point is the function (mp = (mp(x) in
eq. (5.2). Note again that we will drop the subscript for simplicity. The Fourier transformed
curvature perturbation (,,, defined in eq. (5.11), is

~ sin(y.w)

Cw=2A—"—=. (5.15)

w

It is more appropriate to define the perturbation with the one-point function ¢ = (¢(x))
subtracted, 6¢ = ¢ — (. We then find the 2-point function, using eq. (5.6), (5.7) and (5.14),

B (r) = (6¢(x)5¢(y)) = ()W) — ()

dwt dws ~  ~ / (wf—i—wS)A? /2 wiwa A2
_ [Cadenr ¢ () ) [(T> Y 1], (5.16)
27 27 L L

where r = |x — y|. Note that we have used the 2-point function of x in eq. (5.6), which
is only valid when r < L. It is difficult to carry out the integral analytically and we have
evaluated it numerically. By fitting to the numerical results, we find that

m A
P (r) A262<log i XX) log? (2) , (5.17)

where the coefficient ¢, > 0 is a function of log(¢/L) and A, /x.. This is shown in figure 6
and 7. Note that the maximum value of ¢y is of order 104, which is purely a numerical
fact and has no parametric dependences.

We emphasize that cg, and thus Pémp) (r), depend on x. and A, only through the ratio
Ay /xc. This is also true for n-point functions in general. Intuitively the perturbation §¢
should go to zero when A, /x. goes to either zero or infinity, since in these two limits the
fluctuation cannot see the rectangular pulse. We demonstrate ca’s dependence on A, /x.
in left panel of figure 7. We also show the 2D spatial slices of P(r) for different choices of
A, /xc in figure 8. In the right panel of figure 7, we show ¢y as a function of £/L. When
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Ay /xe = 0.2. The black dots are numerical results obtained from eq. (5.16). Red line is the best
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Figure 7. Left: ¢y as a function of A, /x., fixing //L = 107!, Right: ¢y as a function of ¢/L,
fixing Ay /x. = 0.2.

Figure 8. A sample two-dimensional slice of x(x) (left) in the position space, and the corresponding
C(x) for Ay /xe =2,1,1/2 (the right three panels). The length unit is arbitrary.

we vary £/L by several orders of magnitude, co remains the same order of magnitude. This
proves that cp only depends logarithmically on £/L.
In momentum space, the Fourier transform of P, (r) gives rise to

Pémp)(k) — /d3X e—ik-xPémp) (7“) ~ 47T2A2C2 log]i—];L) NEPEE (518)

where we ignore unphysical oscillation terms due to the cutoff L and higher order terms of
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O(k~%). This contribution has a mild scale dependence and leads to a blue-tilted spectrum.
We should combine it with the inflaton contribution Pémf)(k) = (Cint(k)Cint(—k)), so that

the total power spectrum is,
P, = P™ 4 p™). (5.19)

We compare eq. (5.19) with the standard parameterization of the 2-point function in the
Ins — 1| < 1 limit,

Pe(k) ~ 27;:;45 1+ (ns —1)log (:oﬂ . (5.20)

According to the Planck 2018 analysis [38], the observed total power spectrum PéObs)

has AgObs) ~ 2.1 x 1072 and ngObS) = 0.9665 4+ 0.0038, with the pivot scale chosen at

ko = 0.05Mpc—!. On the other hand, the power spectrum from modulated reheating
Pémp)(k) gives AP ~ 26y A2 and ni™P) — 1 ~ O(1). The O(1) factor here comes from the
difference between the chosen map size L and the pivot scale, which are usually quite close
to each other. This ambiguity can in principle be fixed by a more careful analysis. In our
model,

A(obs) _ Aginf) +Agmp),

S

(b 1 = jgg:f:) [nginf) _ 1] + ‘:éi: [ngmp> _ 1] (5.21)
Requiring the AgObS) and ngObs) being consistent with observation, we get the following two
constraints:
2A4%¢cy < ALPY)
2A2¢; < |nlobs) — 1’ ALbs) — 0.0344(bs) (5.22)

where we drop the O(1) factor. It is clear that the second constraint is always stronger.
Thus in our model, AP« A0~ 40P ang \n(;“f) -1z ]ngObs) — 1.

Next we consider the 3-point function. Using the general formalism in eq. (5.14),
we have

(6¢(x1)6¢(x2)0¢ (x3)) = (C(x1)¢(x2)¢(x3)) — ¢ ({C(x1)¢(x2)) + 2 perms) + 203
3 [dwi~ [ 0\“AK/2
= ol (= C12CisCi1 — Ca — Cog — Cy +2),
/E[QWCZ(L> ]( 12C23C31 12 23 31+ 2)
(5.23)

where

T wiijX
Cz‘j = (Lj> y Tij = |Xi — Xj|. (5.24)

Numerically it turns out that the 3-point function does not depend much on the shape
of the triangle connecting the three points. It is shown in figure 9 that the values of
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Figure 9. A=3(6((x1)d¢(x2)d¢(x3)) fixing x; = (0,0), x2 = (1,0) (in arbitrary length unit) and
varying xs in a square.

A3(6¢(x1)8¢(x2)0¢(x3)) are roughly the same varying a point while fixing the positions
of the other two points.

It is useful to consider the squeezed limit of the 3-point function with r, = ri9 = r13 >
ro3 = 5. Numerically we find that in this limit, we have

(6¢(5x1)5¢ (x2)0C (x3)) =~ A® [031 log (%) + g log? <%>} log? (%) . (525

where c3; and c3z, analogous to ¢y, are functions of log(¢/L) and Ay /Xe. The maximum
values of c3; and c3p are also suppressed numerically and are of order 1076, In momentum
space, this corresponds to

m k + 2¢39 log(ksL)| log(ki1 L
li (5(( 1)5C(k2)(5§(k3)) ~ (2%)753(k1 + ko + k3)A3 [031 €32 Ogi 33 )} og( 1 )

(5.26)
This is close to the form of the local non-Gaussianity [39]. Ignoring the mild scale depen-
dence, we could estimate the local fyi, to be

3

fNLZG—Ag

c31 + 2¢39 1og(k§°>z)] log(k\"T), (5.27)
where we pick some fixed kéo) and kgo). Combining eq. (5.22) and eq. (5.27), we show the
allowed parameter space in figure 10. One could see that even when A ~ /3 (I'y/ I‘U)2/ 5~
O(107%), the predicted non-Gaussianity is ~ O(1), within the reach of next generation
cosmological measurements [40].

6 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper we have studied a scenario of modulated partial preheating, in which the
space variation of a modulating field y triggers the preheating of a spectator field o after
inflation. This scenario generates characteristic local non-Gaussianities at large scales with
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1074

Ay/Xc

Figure 10. Allowed region in the (A, /x., A) plane. The purple region is excluded by the spectrum
normalization constraints in eq. (5.22). The green dashed lines show the predicted fy based
on eq. (5.27). The green solid line corresponds to the current lo upper bound on local non-
Gaussianity [41], above which the parameter space is excluded. We fix £/L = 10714, log(k:(go)f)) =
20, and log(kgo)i) = 10. The results will not be affected much by other choices of these parameters.

observably large fnr,. This provides a unique chance to observe the nonlinear dynamics
of preheating era which is in general difficult to probe directly. We have showed that the
expansion histories of local patches during preheating have a two-phase structure controlled
by the background value of the modulating field x: the patches with |x| larger than a critical
value x. have efficient particle production, while patches with |x| < x. do not. This induces
“square wave” behavior in the curvature perturbation, which is a unique feature of the
non-perturbative dynamics. We have also calculated the corresponding power spectrum as
well as non-Gaussianity of this “square wave” component, and found it to be nearly scale
invariant and with fairly sizable local non-Gaussianity. Another potential observable of
this scenario is the isocurvature mode of the modulating field y, if it remains today as a
fraction of dark matter. But this is very model dependent. For instance, the isocurvature
mode of x could disappear completely if x decays after reheating of the inflaton.

One may want to search for this effect by distilling the bivalued square wave distri-
bution directly out of the observed fluctuations, as shown in figure 8. But this is likely
impossible. The reason is that the bivalued distribution depends on the “UV cutoff” /.
Physically, this UV cutoff is provided by the horizon size of each Hubble patch during
preheating, which is way below any resolution we can imagine for observing large-scale
fluctuations. Consequently, what we actually observe is necessarily the average of the bi-
valued distribution over many Hubble patches at the time of preheating. The averaged
distribution is no longer bivalued. So we have to look for effects that survives this average,
among which the local non-Gaussianity is a good example. It survives the average because
it has very weak scale dependence and is present practically at all scales. It is interesting
to explore other possible observables of this effects that survive the horizon averaging.
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More open questions and directions remain to be explored:

e Couplings in low-energy effective theories, instead of being constants, could originate
from dynamical fields in their UV completions. The time evolution of such fields could
lead to quite a variety of novel phenomenon, which has always been an interesting
direction of model building in the particle physics community. What we have explored
instead is to use the spatial variation of a dynamical field governing a coupling to
probe the phase diagram of nonlinear dynamics in the early universe. Could our toy
model be embedded in a full-fledged particle physics model? What will happen if the
modulating field in our model is the SM Higgs?

e Recently the use of non-Gaussianity to probe particle physics, in particular heavy
particles beyond the reach of ordinary colliders, has been developed rapidly in the
context of cosmological collider physics [13, 42-62]. What we have studied in this
paper is, to a certain extent, a non-perturbative version of the cosmological collider.
What other phase diagrams of non-perturbative processes in the early universe could
be probed using our modulating mechanism? We have only studied the 3-point
function in the squeezed limit. How about non-Gaussianity of general shapes and
higher point correlations?
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A Energy transfer in the linearized regime

The energy density transferred from o to ¢ in the co-moving volume is given by

(t)a(t)® = /d3k |wi | n (A.1)
Py - (271')3 k| Tk, .
where the effective frequency is given by
k?  gog k2 qom? ~
201y _ _ _ o _
wi(t) = 2 + 372 €08 [me(t —to)] = e o7 008 [2(1& 1)} . (A.2)

Note that the effective mass term, m2; = % oS [2(? - 1)} oscillates. Ignoring the Hubble

expansion in a single cycle, the cycle average of the effective mass, msz is approximately
zero. Thus averaging over a cycle,

(A.3)
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Figure 11. py/ps+y as a function of gy for three different values of m, /oy based on the estimate
in eq. (3.13). The grey dashed horizontal line indicates 1. When py/ps4y gets close to the line,
feedback from v to o is effective.

Consequently, we take 1) particles to be relativistic. Combining eq. (A.1) and eq. (3.10),
(3.11), (A.3), we have the fraction of energy in 1 as

Emax dk: k‘3 _ _48ak? F1/6
3 _ \/ - 2
B 9216a2t
5(t) = pu(t) _ 2pp(t)a(t)’  safF g0 (M) (Ad)
- 2 ;2 € e o\ ) .
Po+p mg0og 4608t

where o ~ 0.85 and t = m,t/2. Note that the estimate above is only valid for gy > 5. For
smaller qg, there is negligible particle production due to the expansion of the Universe and
eq. (3.10) doesn’t apply. In figure 11 we show an estimate of §(tierm) as a function of g
based on the derivation above.

B Lattice simulations with a fixed cosmic expansion

We use LatticeEasy [63] to simulate the evolution of the spectator field o and its daughter
field v in a matter-dominated background. The results of the effective equation of state
Wsub = Psub/ Psub for the sub-system are shown in figure 12. Indeed for the given parameters,
varying qo (or equivalently, g) a bit around g. ~ 46, the effective equation of state varies
from close to 1/3 to 0.
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Figure 12. Effective equation of state for different gg’s in the sub-system o and 3. We fix
my /oo = 10713 and A = 6.5 x 10724,
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