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Abstract

Observations of Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB), radiation created shortly after the Big
Bang and presents almost uniformly across the universe, are our most important information about
relevant physics during the beginning of our universe. The slight variations in the temperature of
CMB provide evidence for testing predictions from models of the very early phase. Arguably, one of
the best candidate models of the very early universe is inflation, a period of exponential expansion.
In this project, we review how the quantum fluctuation in this era seeds the CMB pattern. We study
the implications of the non-Gaussianity profile of CMB temperature fluctuation on the physical aspect
of inflationary models. We calculate correlation functions that allow comparison with observations to
constrain non-linear parameters of the non-Gaussianity under a power-series ansatz. Then, we discuss
single-field consistency relation which shows how detecting a large three-point function could eliminate
all single-field inflationary models of inflation. We also discuss multi-field consistency relations where
a weak signal of a four-point function compared to the two-point function could rule out a large class
of multi-field models. Finally, we mention the limitations of this approach.
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1. Introduction

One of the main goals in cosmology is to explain the evolution of the universe. Nowadays, several
things about it have been explained. For example, it is expanding [1, 2]. This came from the fact
that light from distant sources redshifts. This phenomenon is called cosmological redshift. That
is, the expansion stretches the wavelength of light. Another thing that we know is the universe is
homogeneous and isotropic at a large scale. This led us to the standard universe model based on
Einstein’s theory of gravity: general relativity. However, there are also many things that have not
been concluded until now. For instance, no one has confirmed how the universe was born or how
physics works at the very beginning. Presently, we can only make just a few descriptions of it. One of
the reasonable assumptions is it should be very tight. This is because the expansion is so well-observed,
therefore the starting point should be much smaller than nowadays. Also, the energy density should
be much higher than the present time due to tiny space. This makes the particles at that time have
very high energy, much higher than the binding energy of the atom. Hence, they are not bound to one
another and can travel freely. To be precise, those free particles are independent charged particles.
Thus, they spontaneously interact with each other all the time via electromagnetic interaction. This
group of impulsively interacting particles is also known as the primordial plasma or the particle soup.
After the universe expands out and cools down, the particles stopped spontaneously interacting and
became bound with one another. This is the time when hydrogen atoms are formed, also known as
Recombination [3]. Those inert atoms and particles become relics which later form stars and other
cosmic objects that we observed nowadays.

Apart from the explanation above, there are still many problems that await to be answered. In
the past decades, one of the hot topics is the physics before the existence of those particles mentioned
earlier, the standard model’s particles. This topic motivates by the fact that we could discover some
new physics that cannot be detected in the present environment. As mentioned, the energy scale
in the past is much higher than these days. This could allow new phenomena to emerge due to
the energetic environment. Until now, the matter component that governed the very early universe
remains unknown. By studying it thoroughly, we might reveal some new particles and interactions
that only appear at high temperature, and possibly the origin of the standard model’s particles. This
is similar to the objectives of the particle colliders. There, the particles are accelerated to make intense
collisions, which show us signatures of new physics that only appear in a high energy scenario. For
example, the particle that carries the weak interaction, W boson, was discovered by this method.
Here, the idea is quite the same. The observation in this study is the Cosmic Microwave Background
(CMB) radiation. As we are going to explain later, this radiation is the oldest signal that we can
observe, which is coded with signatures created by the behaviour of the matter at a very early time.
Thus, it is equivalent to a picture of a collision event, whose energy is much higher than the particle
accelerator. Thus, it is an alternative source of studying high energy physics. In this project, we will
focus on the study of the very early universe via possible observations.

As recently mentioned, the oldest evidence that we can observe nowadays is CMB. This is the
first light emitted around 13.7 billion years ago. As mention before, the charged particles (protons
and electrons) form hydrogen atoms after the universe cooled down enough which are overall neutral
charged. Since electromagnetic wave interacts with charged particles only, it hardly interacts with
hydrogen atoms (just a few with specific wavelength are absorbed and emitted by the atom). The
universe then becomes transparent in this period. That is, photons roam freely throughout the space.
Presently, the radiation that reaches the Earth can be observed in the sky as CMB. The cosmological
surveys [4–7] can measure the energy or the wavelength of it, which represented by the background
temperature from which the CMB was emitted. This is possible because the temperature of an object
can be determined from the wavelength of the radiation emitted from it via the theory of black-body
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radiation.
As noted, CMB was emitted when hydrogen atoms are formed. In this context, we can measure

the temperature at the point of recombination. The surveys show that the temperature is almost
uniform throughout the sky, fluctuates within the order of 10−5 compared to its average magnitude.
As we are going to discuss later, they were induced by the primordial curvature fluctuations of space-
time. These disturbances cause an uneven gravitational redshift to the CMB, which results in a small
temperature difference among each point. This makes the CMB map a perfect snapshot of the space-
time disturbances at an early time. Furthermore, these fluctuations also seed the structure formation
of the universe like galaxies and stars. By understanding it thoroughly, we’ll be able to describe the
origin of the universe structure as well, and vice versa. Also, the study can give us some hint about
primordial matter. This is because Einstein’s theory of general relativity tells us that space-time
is curved by matter. Thus, these primordial curvature fluctuations must be created by the matter
component existed in a very early time. This overall makes CMB a suitable object to learn about
primordial physics. Nowadays, recent analyses can extract out only the temperature fluctuations
created by primordial matter.

Figure 1: Picture of the CMB map captured by the Planck satellite [4]. From this survey, the average temperature
is around 2.7 Kelvin. The points with a temperature higher than average are represented with warm colours,
and the cooler spots are represented with cold colours. The average magnitude of the fluctuation is around 10−5

of its average temperature.

To study the very early universe via observations, one should start by choosing a model of the
very early universe that can explain the CMB. This is because we will need some relations between
the CMB fluctuations and the primordial matter first. One of the well-established models is inflation:
a period of rapid, exponential expansion [8–12]. It is a suitable model for the reason that it provide
solutions to many problems. Just to mention one of those problems, the Horizon problem is about
the causality of the CMB. As we are going to discuss later, inflation solved this problem with its
rapid expansion. Next, the character of inflation also implies some aspects of the matter that existed
during this period. Since the observations told us that the universe is homogeneous and isotropic
on a large scale, it should be the same for the period of inflation as well. This is because the large-
scale structure of the universe expanded from a tiny space of inflation. The assumption leads to
a homogeneous scalar field of inflation called inflaton, which is the simplest model. A scalar field
itself has no preferred direction. Thus, a homogeneous scalar field fits very well with these aspects.
Also, inflation can predict the form of the CMB from the characteristic properties of the model as
follows. Since inflation started from a very tiny space, quantum mechanics must play an important
role [13–16]. Therefore, the field should be probabilistic and statistically distributed rather than a
single deterministic value. This creates the field fluctuation that seeds the CMB as mention before.
In this context, The form of the field’s Lagrangian can tell us how the quantum fluctuations are
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distributed. For example, a quadratic action implies Gaussian distributed fluctuation. For inflaton,
the action contains a potential term that can be non-quadratic. As we are going to explain later, the
accelerated expansion is driven by potential energy. Thus, the declination of potential energy slows
down the expansion. To maintain the exponential expansion throughout inflation, we demand a flat
potential compared to the evolution of the field. Therefore, the potential term will have just a little
effect on the evolution of field fluctuations, thus can be neglected from the action. This made the
distribution of the field fluctuations approximately Gaussian for this simplest model of inflation.

However, the actual model does not have to be the simplest. Although the latest observation
reveals that CMB statistics are close to Gaussian distribution, the measurement still has uncertainty.
Thus, there is a chance that the distribution is not exactly Gaussian [17]. This is motivated by the
fact that there are possible features beyond the simplest model that can produce non-Gaussianity.
Also, we expect the theory to be more complicated on a high energy scale as already mentioned in
the first paragraph. The study indeed shows that there are some scenarios where the distribution
becomes non-Gaussian [18–27], e.g. multi-field inflation (see section 5), which will be discussed later
in this project. Here, the non-Gaussian signatures could tell us more about the physics of the very
early universe which produces those non-Gaussianities. For instance, the result of this study might
reveal some new particle species and their behaviour. Moreover, this also provides us with the initial
condition for structure formation like stars and galaxies as mentioned. In summary, a well-measured
CMB temperature map could give us some clues and narrow down the group of the inflationary model
candidates.

In section 2, the standard expanding universe model is recalled to give some background of our
universe in general. Section 3 will look back on some motivations for the inflationary model. Also,
the simplest model of inflation will be introduced. Then, section 4 is going to explain how inflation
can gives the initial condition to the present universe. This will link the primordial fluctuations to the
CMB temperature fluctuations and we will end the section with the statistics given by the simplest
model. Section 5 initiates the analysis of non-Gaussianity. Here, we will argue that the statistical
moments must be computed in order to reveal the actual statistics. Subsequently, section 6 and 7 will
show some aspects of the inflationary model that we can learn from the computed moments. Lastly,
the future of this study will be informed in section 8.

7



2. Geometry of Expanding Universe

As mentioned, observations found that light from a distant object redshifts. This is concluded to
the expanding behaviour of the universe that stretched out the wavelength of light. To be precise, we
can exclude this phenomenon from Doppler and gravitational redshift for the following reason. By
observing a distant object, the light of it is dimmer while the object appeared bigger than expected.
This happens only if the universe is expanding since the expansion will spread out the intensity and
magnify the appearance of the object. This section will review the geometry of the expanding universe
for further discussion about inflation and more.

From the theory of general relativity, the geometry of space-time and the matter on it related to
each other via the Einstein Field Equation:

Gµν = 8πGTµν , (2.0.1)

where Gµν is the Einstein tensor and Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor. Here, we use the convention:
c ≡ 1 for convenience. Briefly speaking, Gµν is taking account of the space-time structure while Tµν
on another side represent matter on it. The word “geometry” here refers to the thing that regulates
the trajectory of an inertial particle. The geometry will tell matter how to move along its curve and
the matter will also curve the geometry of the space-time. On the geometry side, the distance on the
space-time, the line element, is written as

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν (2.0.2)

where gµν is the metric tensor. For our universe, the metric tensor must respect the observed
isotropy and homogeneity of the background. Thus, the tensor is position-independent and direction-
independent. Also, the spatial distance grows with time since the universe is expanding. Therefore
the metric takes the ansatz

gµν =


1 0 0 0
0 −a2(t) 0 0
0 0 −a2(t) 0
0 0 0 −a2(t)

 (2.0.3)

and the line element takes the form

ds2 = dt2 − a2(t)δijdx
idxj . (2.0.4)

The scale factor a(t) is introduced as an amount of expansion depend on time. This causes the physical
coordinates to expand compared to static coordinates (which we are going to refer it as comoving
coordinates). This is called the Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker metric (FLRW metric). The
metric presents the geometry of the universe which directly affect the trajectory of a particle on space-
time. To explain how matter affects the rate of expansion, one can load the FLRW metric into the
Einstein field equation and gets the Friedmann equations,

H2 =
ρ

3M2
pl

(2.0.5)

Ḣ = −ρ+ P

2M2
pl

. (2.0.6)

The constant Mpl is the Planck mass. The variables ρ and P are the energy density and the pressure
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of matter, respectively. The Hubble parameter H is introduced to represent the expanding rate of
the scale factor compared to its magnitude defined as H ≡ ȧ

a . These are basic ideas of the expanding
universe model (FLRW universe) which explains the universe’s history. The following section will
discuss its early evolution, which is the main topic of this project.
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3. Inflation

As noted in the introduction, there are many problems in the standard cosmological model. This
leads to several proposals of the very early universe model with the hope to resolve them. One of the
models is inflation [8–12], which is a period of rapid expansion. This characteristic property of this
model succeeds in explaining many of those issues, one of them is the Horizon problem. To give an
example of why inflation is a suitable model, the subsequent subsection will show the explanation of
the Horizon problem given by it.

3.1. The Horizon Problem

As mentioned in the introduction, by the time the universe has cooled down enough to form
hydrogen atoms, photons decoupled from the primordial plasma. Those hot photons travel through the
universe and redshift due to the universe’s expansion. Finally, those photons reached us as microwave
radiation. This is the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) radiation, the first light emitted in
the early universe. The measurements show that the CMB temperature is quite uniform (with tiny
fluctuations around 10−5 of its average magnitude). This suggests that every point on the CMB should
be in causal contact with each other in the lifetime of the universe. This causes a serious problem
since there would not be enough time for every point in the sky to contact each other before. If we
based on the observed matter content, the expansion of the universe computed via the Friedmann
equations (2.0.5,2.0.6) would not be fast enough to become the CMB map this big. Thus, inflation is
proposed as a period of accelerated expansion in the very early universe to resolve this problem. This
rapid expansion stretched out the primordial background from a tiny point to the size of the observed
sky in a brief time. Later, the stretched background creates a uniform temperature map with the size
that we observe nowadays. This is why inflation is a well-established model. Every discussion about
the physics of the very early universe in this project will be based on this model.

3.2. Condition for Inflation

There are some conditions to be satisfied for inflation to occur. For instance, inflation must
maintain the accelerated expansion for a long enough time to solve the Horizon problem as discussed
in the last subsection. The accelerated expansion condition, ä > 0, can be written in terms of the
Hubble parameter:

ε ≡ − Ḣ

H2
= −d lnH

dN
< 1, (3.2.1)

where we have defined N ≡ ln a as the number of e-folds of expansion. Here, the parameter ε is defined
to represent the rate of change of the Hubble parameter. This expression tells us that the accelerated
expansion will at least require the parameter ε to be smaller than 1. Also, inflation must persist for
a while in order to solve the problem. Namely, the condition should hold throughout inflation which
will require ε to change slowly. Thus, we demand another condition to control the change of ε. To
present it, a new parameter is defined:

η ≡ d ln ε

dN
=

ε̇

Hε
. (3.2.2)

This parameter represents the rate of change of the parameter ε. Thus, it will require |η| < 1 to
keep the parameter ε small. In summary, it will at least require ε, |η| < 1 for inflation to occur. In
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(a) The evolution without inflation. (b) The evolution with inflation.

Figure 2: The solution to the horizon problem given by inflation. In (a), the points on CMB, A and B, were
not connected before if we based on the expansion by the common matter content. In (b), inflation is included.
The points A and B were connected before thanks to the exponential expansion driven in inflation.

general, we can introduce higher-derivative parameter for more accurate evolution [28]. But, it will be
discussed further that we are interested in the period where these parameters are much smaller than
1. In this project, parameters of this kind thus can be kept up to linear order in every expressions
and these two parameters will be enough to discuss the results in this expansion up to that order.

3.3. The de Sitter Expansion

For ε = 0, the Hubble parameter is constant via the definition of ε. This often refers to perfect
inflation where the expansion becomes exponential, which is the so-called de Sitter expansion. By
solving for the scale factor in this condition, one finds that the scale factor grows exponentially.
Therefore, the metric is written as

ds2 = dt2 − e2Htδijdx
idxj . (3.3.1)

This is why inflation is often described as the period of exponential expansion. Keep in mind that
it will not last forever. The parameter ε should be varied at least slowly to take inflation to an end.
One might call it a quasi-de Sitter expansion since the expansion is not exactly de Sitter all the time.
However, it is still a nice approximation when considering the period far from the end of inflation,
which is where our main discussion is about. This expansion will be assumed when we compute the
field fluctuations in inflation in subsection 4.3.

3.4. Conformal Metric

Before we continue to discuss the physics of inflation, it is convenient to introduce the conformal
metric. It is defined such that both space and time are expanding together. Therefore, the angle of
a distance in space-time preserved under the expansion. Thus, the metric is conformal and comoving
with the expansion. This is a handy way of seeing things that evolve in the expanding universe since
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we do not have to worry about the difference between the scale of time and space. This metric is
written as

ds2 = a2(τ)(dτ2 − δijdxidxj). (3.4.1)

Conformal time is introduced and defined as dτ ≡ dt
a(t) . The original time scale t will be called physical

time from now on. The Hubble parameter also changes its form in conformal time scale to

H ≡ a′

a
. (3.4.2)

The primed parameter denotes the conformal time derivative of that parameter. This Hubble pa-
rameter in conformal time scale is related to the Hubble parameter in physical time scale such that
H = aH. In brief, the change of time scale will adjust the look of some equations but will not affect
the physics of it whatsoever. For example, in conformal time, the scale factor of de Sitter expansion
takes the form

a(τ) ∝ −τ−1. (3.4.3)

Note that the conformal time has a negative value in inflation. This comes from the fact that the
scale factor positively grows from zero, thus the domain of τ is pushed back to −∞. Therefore,
the conformal time domain in inflation is (−∞, 0]. It is important to emphasize that this is just a
convenient way to represent the geometry for simplicity of the equations. In this metric, the matter
simply evolving on a expanding Minkowski space. In this project, the form will be adopted to explain
the physics of inflation, i.e. the explanation about matter in inflation in the next subsection.

3.5. The Scalar Field

CMB is the evidence left by the primordial matter in inflation. To study the physics of inflation
from the observations, one must investigate what kind of matter that drives inflation first. Then,
some predictions can be computed and compared with the observations. Surveys show that CMB
temperature is quite uniform throughout the sky and does not have any preferred direction. This
suggests a homogeneous and isotropic background of the very early universe. Therefore, the inflation
background should be governed by a scalar field, which is isotropic. Also, the scalar field should be
position-independent to satisfies the homogeneity. This scalar field φ(t) is called inflaton which is the
simplest model of inflation. Dynamics of this field on space-time is presented by its action, which is
written as

S =

∫
dτd3x

√
−g
[1

2
gµν∂µφ∂νφ− V (φ)

]
, (3.5.1)

where V (φ) is the potential term of this field and g ≡ det(gµν). Note that we use the conformal metric
here. One can derive the equation of motion of the background scalar field via the Euler-Lagrange
equation. By substituting the inflaton’s Lagrangian into the equation, one finds that the equation of
motion is the Klein-Gordon equation:

φ′′ + 2Hφ′ + a2V,φ = 0. (3.5.2)

The expression V,φ≡ dV
dφ is the derivative of the potential with respect to the field. From Noether’s

theorem, the symmetry of a Lagrangian corresponds to a conserved quantity. In this case, it is the
energy-momentum tensor which is written as

Tµν = ∂µφ∂νφ+ gµν

(
1

2
gαβ∂αφ∂βφ− V (φ)

)
. (3.5.3)

The indices of the energy-momentum tensor can be raised and lowered by the metric tensor. Since
the field is homogeneous, the terms with the spatial derivative of the field vanish. The energy density
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and the pressure in inflation can then be written as

ρφ = T 0
0 =

1

2

(φ′
a

)2
+ V (φ), (3.5.4)

Pφ = T ii =
1

2

(φ′
a

)2
− V (φ). (3.5.5)

Here, we have got a simple background scalar field that represents the matter on space-time. Next,
we are going to discuss the conditions of the scalar field that drives the rapid expansion.

3.6. Slow-Roll Inflation

Next, we are going to investigate the feature of the scalar field that drives inflation. One of the
models that describe this period is the slow-roll inflation. This model sets conditions to the scalar
field as follows. By substituting ρφ and Pφ into the Friedmann equation, one can see that the kinetic
term induces a change of Hubble parameter and the total energy density is directly proportional to the
square of Hubble parameter. In this model, the kinetic energy of the field must give a tiny contribution
to the total energy. This will keep the Hubble parameter unchanged compared to its value so the field
can generate a long enough inflation to solve to the Horizon problem. The condition here is presented
by the small value of parameter ε:

ε ≡ −H
′

H2
=

1
2φ
′2

M2
plH2

∼ Kinetic energy

ρφ
. (3.6.1)

Furthermore, by substituting ε and its conformal time derivative into the definition of η in conformal
time scale, one gets

η = 2
φ′′

Hφ′
− 2
H′

H2
. (3.6.2)

ε and |η| are called the slow-roll parameters from the fact that they represent the condition of the
slow-roll inflation. In this model, those parameters are required to be much smaller than 1. Here,
the Hubble parameter is hardly changed, which induced the approximately exponential expansion.
This is the so-called slow-roll approximation where inflation occurs and persists with quasi-de Sitter
expansion.

In another way, one can argue that the total energy density approximately equals potential term
in slow-roll inflation. Therefore, the condition now is to keep the potential energy approximately
constant compared to its own value. One can apply this approximation to the Klein-Gordon equation
and get a new set of parameters:

εV ≡
M2
pl

2

(V,φ
V

)2
, (3.6.3)

|ηV | ≡M2
pl

|V,φφ |
V

. (3.6.4)

We have defined V,φφ≡ d2V
dφ2

. These new parameters represent the change of the potential term to
the field. The slow-roll potential requires εV � 1 to keep the potential approximately constant and
|ηV | � 1 to keep εV small. One must keep in mind that these parameters are not the same as the
previous ε and η which are often called the Hubble slow-roll parameters. Those parameters are used to
represent the condition that keeps the Hubble parameter changes slowly. But, the parameters εV and
ηV are used to create the condition that keeps the potential approximately flat and hardly changed.
These parameters are called the Potential slow-roll parameters which can judge if the given potential
can lead to slow-roll inflation or not. These parameters can be related to each other as εV ≈ ε and
ηV ≈ ε − 1

2η during slow-roll inflation. At this point, we have reviewed the important background
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Figure 3: This is a broad illustration of the inflaton potential that drives the slow-roll inflation. In the context of
slow-roll, the potential must be approximately flat to maintain an exponential expansion corresponding to small
εV and ηV .

for our main discussion, the CMB. The subsequent section will use these descriptions to explain the
mechanism that generates the form of CMB and how it is related to the aspect of inflation.
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4. Initial Condition from Inflation

As already mentioned, the matter content in inflation seeds the CMB fluctuations and the structure
formation. One may ask how it gives the initial condition such that it is produced the particular CMB
pattern on the sky. From the last section, inflation is governed by the scalar field, the inflaton. Since
inflation starts from a tiny region, the quantum behaviour of the field is significant. One could start by
considering the quantum uncertainty of the field as a source of the CMB fluctuations. After inflation
ended, the inflaton has to decay to the standard model’s particle. In this period, the universe is
heating up and subsequently enters the era called Reheating [29, 30]. Until now, there is no clear
explanation about physics in this period. Hence, the evolution of the field fluctuations is unknown
as well. Luckily, there is another way around. From the Einstein field equation, the fluctuations of
the field will curve the space-time. Thus, they will create curvature disturbances. Unlike the field
perturbations, they are conserved throughout the reheating. These curvature disturbances then cause
gravitational redshift to CMB, results in temperature fluctuations. This section will show how the
inflaton perturbations are related to the CMB.

We are going to start with the classical point of view of the fluctuations. Next, we will see
how the curvature perturbations are conserved independently during reheating. Then, the origin of
the primordial fluctuations will be explained. Afterwards, the field perturbation is converted into
the curvature disturbance. Lastly, we will see how the statistics of it is related to the temperature
difference of CMB.

4.1. Perturbed Scalar Field in Classical View Point

To start the whole discussion, it is crucial to know about the evolution of the field fluctuations
first. Recall the inflaton action,

S =

∫
dτd3x

√
−g
[1

2
gµν∂µφ∂νφ− V (φ)

]
. (4.1.1)

Since the fluctuations are tiny compared to the mean value, we are allowed to do the perturbation
theory with this action. Here, the perturbation term must be position-dependent since the CMB
fluctuations have a different value at each point. Thus, we choose to perturb the field as

φ(τ, ~x) = φ̄(τ) +
f(τ, ~x)

a(τ)
, (4.1.2)

where φ̄(τ) is the background field. We have redefined the field perturbations as f(τ, ~x) = a(τ)δφ(τ, ~x).
The field, which is the matter sector in the Einstein field equation, has been perturbed. For con-

sistency, the geometry sector in the Einstein field equation must be perturbed as well. The perturbed
FLRW metric tensor [31] can be generally written as

gµν = a2(τ)

(
1 0
0 −1

)
+ δgµν = a2(τ)

(
1 +A Bj
Bi −(1 + C)δij + hij

)
. (4.1.3)

Here, the metric is perturbed up to linear order of perturbation where A, C, Bi and hij are scalar,
vector and tensor perturbations of the metric. In this case, all of these disturbances will be removed for
the following reasons. First of all, hij does not contribute to the metric when keeping the perturbation
up to second-order. This is because the lowest order coupling term between tensor and the field
fluctuation existed in the action takes the form hij∂if∂jf , which is already in third-order. This leaves
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us with only the vector and scalar perturbations that can exist in the second-order action. Further
from this, the vector perturbation does not contribute to this model. Since Bi is a vector that can
only be sourced by a vector field via Einstein’s field equation, the term will not evolve because there
is no matter as a vector field in this model. The term thus dissipates due to the exponentially fast
expansion of inflation. Finally, we are left with the scalar modes, A and C. A very convenient way to
remove these variables is by changing the coordinate. We can choose the set of coordinates in which
the scalar disturbance of the metric vanished and leaves only the scalar field fluctuation on a flat space.
This is possible because there is only one scalar degree of freedom in this simplest model, which is
introduced as the scalar field fluctuation above. Also, the theory of general relativity is invariant
under this reparameterization because it is constructed by geometrical objects, e.g. tensors, which are
independent of the choice of coordinates. Therefore, one can freely choose a variable to represent this
degree of freedom in the action. This is called the gauge fixing. The choice of gauge made here will not
affect the result of observable value whatsoever, it is just a preference of perspective. In this case, it’s
convenient to compute the field fluctuations in the action rather than the metric perturbations. Thus,
the coordinates are chosen such that A and C are fixed to zero. This gauge is called the spatially flat
gauge where the curvature has been fixed to zero.

Finally, the metric tensor reduces to the unperturbed FLRW metric tensor:

gµν = a2(τ)


1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1

 . (4.1.4)

Thus, one can consider only the scalar field perturbations without worrying about the dynamic cou-
pling with the space-time geometry. Later, we will switch to another variable: curvature perturbation
since it is the quantity that conserves during reheating. Lastly, the potential of the scalar field must be
perturbed as well. Since the potential is a function of the field, one can perform the Taylor expansion
as

V (φ̄+
f

a
) = V (φ̄) + V,φ

f

a
+ V,φφ

(f
a

)2
+O(f3). (4.1.5)

By substituting the perturbed field and (4.1.5) into the action, the action yields

S =

∫
dτd3x

[1

2
a2
[
(φ̄′ +

(f
a

)′
)2 −

(∇f
a

)2]
− a4

[
V (φ̄) + V,φ

f

a
+ V,φφ

(f
a

)2]]
. (4.1.6)

To study the dynamics of the perturbed field, the action will be extremized to derive the equation
of motion. We can analyse each order of perturbations separately for convenience. It is commonly
known that the zeroth-order of the action will return the background equation of motion. In this case,
the zeroth-order gives the Klein-Gordon equation:

φ̄′′ + 2Hφ̄′ + a2V,φ = 0, (4.1.7)

which is the same equation of motion in the previous section as expected. Next, the first-order action
is

S(1) =

∫
dτd3x

[
aφ̄′f ′ + a′φ̄′f − a3V,φ f

]
. (4.1.8)

The first term can be integrated by parts. By dropping the boundary term and simplifying the
equation, the action is left as

S(1) =

∫
dτd3x

[
φ̄′′ + 2Hφ̄′ + a2V,φ

]
f. (4.1.9)

From (4.1.7), one find that the first-order action is zero therefore the next order must be considered.
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The second-order action is

S(2) =

∫
dτd3x

[
f ′2 −H(f2)′ − (∇f)2 + (H2 − a2V,φφ )f2

]
. (4.1.10)

By integrating by parts the second term, the action becomes

S(2) =

∫
dτd3x

[
f ′2 − (∇f)2 + (

a′′

a
− a2V,φφ )f2

]
. (4.1.11)

The slow-roll parameter, ηV =
M2
plV,φφ
V , is recalled. By applying the slow-roll potential approximation

to the action, ηV � 1, one can argue that a′′

a = 2H2 � a2V,φφ. Hence, the last term is reduced and
the action is left as

S(2) =

∫
dτd3x

[
f ′2 − (∇f)2 +

a′′

a
f2
]
. (4.1.12)

By extremizing the action, one gets the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation:

f ′′ −∇2f − a′′

a
f = 0, (4.1.13)

which is the equation of motion of scalar field perturbation, f(τ, ~x). This equation tells us that the
perturbation of inflaton field evolve like an oscillator with a time-dependent mass term. In Fourier
space, each mode of perturbation satisfies the equation:

f ′′k +
(
k2 − a′′

a

)
fk = 0. (4.1.14)

4.2. The Curvature Perturbations

Previously, we consider the field fluctuations only by imposing the spatially flat gauge, which
eliminates all of the metric perturbations. As mentioned at the beginning of this section, the essential
quantity that delivered the primordial fluctuations out from inflation is the curvature perturbations.
This is because it’s conserved throughout the reheating to the time when the CMB emits. To show
the conservation of the primordial fluctuations, it is convenient to change the choice of gauge before
exiting the inflationary era. We will change to the coordinate in which the field fluctuation is set
to zero and the fluctuation appears as a scalar metric perturbation, R, also known as the curvature
perturbation. This is the so-called uniform density gauge for the reason that the density fluctuations
are fixed to zero. This subsection will discuss the conversion of the field fluctuation in the spatially
flat gauge, δφ, to the curvature fluctuation in the uniform density gauge. Consider the metric, the
curvature fluctuations is defined as

ds2 = a2(τ)[dτ2 − e2Rδijdx
idxj ] ≈ a2(τ)[dτ2 − (1 + 2R)δijdx

idxj ]. (4.2.1)

Here, the metric is perturbed to linear order. From this metric, we can compute the relation between
the scalar field fluctuations and the curvature perturbations via the perturbed Einstein field equation.
the result is

R
∣∣∣
uniform density gauge

= −H
φ̄′
δφ
∣∣∣
spatially flat gauge

. (4.2.2)

The variable δφ is the scalar field fluctuation. For each Fourier mode of disturbances, the relation is

Rk
∣∣∣
uniform density gauge

= −H
φ̄′
δφk

∣∣∣
spatially flat gauge

. (4.2.3)

17



From the relation, the disturbance of the curvature will be opposite to the field fluctuation due to the
minus sign. The readers must keep in mind that this will not change the final results of the observable
values whatsoever, it’s just a choice to parameterize the single fluctuation degree of freedom. The
disturbance here just simply can be visualized in several pictures. For example, this perturbation
can also be described as uneven expansion. That is, the scale factor in the perturbed metric can be
redefined as

â(τ, ~x) = a(τ)(1 +R(τ, ~x)). (4.2.4)

Since the curvature perturbation is position-dependent, the redefined scale factor depends on the
position. Thus, the fluctuations can also be thought of as the various amount of expansion among
the points on x-space. To be more precise, if the curvature fluctuation is positive, space inflates more
than average. If it’s negative, space expands less than the mean. Just to mention another picture, the
fluctuations here can also be considered as some point being behind/ahead of time (see Figure 4). This
is because the unperturbed field in this gauge is a monotonic function of time, hence represents the
evolution of inflation (one can think of it as a clock of inflation). That is, the curvature disturbance is
equivalently shifting the evolution backward in time, which allows space to inflate more than average.
The next topic will show that this quantity is conserved during reheating, this makes R an important
quantity that links the fluctuations in inflation to the fluctuations of CMB temperature.

(a) Positive field fluctuation (b) Negative field fluctuation

Figure 4: An illustration of the fluctuation evolving on the inflaton potential on different position, x1 and x2.
In (a), a positive δφ can be thought of as a part of space that evolving ahead of time. This corresponds to a
negative value of R, or space inflates less than average because there is less time to inflate now. In picture
(b) however, we say that the field is less than average on position x2. The interpretation is the opposite: the
evolution of the field here lacks behind the average value. Thus, space has more time to inflate and expands
more than average. This corresponds to a positive R.

4.3. The Solution in de Sitter Space

From the equation of motion, the mass term in the equation is time-dependent. Thus, the behaviour
of the field perturbations changes over time. To be more specific with the evolution, we are going
to look into the evolution of the field fluctuations in detail. In this discussion, the perfect inflation
background is assumed. Since the expansion in the perfect inflation is de Sitter expansion, the scale
factor evolves as a(τ) ∝ −τ−1. The equation (4.1.14) becomes

f ′′k +
(
k2 − 2

τ2

)
fk = 0. (4.3.1)

From the equation (4.3.1), one can see that the behaviour of fk depends on the value of k compared
to τ−1. To illustrate each behaviour separately, the comoving Hubble radius is introduced, which is a
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sphere of radius defined as

comoving Hubble Radius ≡ (aH)−1 = H−1, (4.3.2)

Inside the Hubble sphere, the rate of expansion is slower than the speed of light on the comoving
coordinates. Thus, light can travel closer to the centre (measured in physical coordinates). If the light
is outside the Hubble sphere, the expansion would have pushed the light away faster than the speed
of it. Therefore, it will never reach the centre.

Figure 5: The comoving Hubble sphere is a spherical region with a Hubble radius of H−1. Position 1 shows a
beam of light travel toward the centre located inside the sphere. There, the expansion is slower than the speed of
light, which means light can move closer to the centre. In contrast, the light at point 2 outside the sphere will
never reach the centre since the expansion pushes the light out faster than its speed.

For de Sitter expansion, the comoving Hubble radius takes the form of H−1 = −τ . Thus, the
equation of motion takes the form:

f ′′k + (k2 − 2H2)fk = 0. (4.3.3)

During inflation, the conformal time is increasing from a negative value (τ ∈ (−∞, 0]). Therefore, the
comoving Hubble sphere is shrinking in inflation. In contrast, the wavelength of the perturbations,
which related to k as λ ∼ k−1, remains constant on comoving coordinates 1. The result is the comoving
Hubble sphere will continue to shrink from very large to very small compared to k−1. Therefore, the
field perturbations change their behaviour over time. We are going to show the behaviour in the each
following cases:

• Super-horizon limit: The comoving Hubble sphere continues to shrink down to the limit where
the Hubble sphere is much smaller than the wavelength of the perturbation, k � H. Here, the
perturbations stop oscillating [32]. The equation is approximated to

f ′′k −
2

τ2
fk = 0., (4.3.4)

By solving the equation exactly, the solution yields

fk(τ) = C1τ
2 + C2

1

τ
, (4.3.5)

1One could think about it in the picture of physical coordinates as well. In this picture, the fluctuations are stretched
out due to the expansion while the Hubble radius remains constant.
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where C1 and C2 are some constants. To obtain the behaviour of the curvature disturbance, we
transform the fluctuation fk to the original form: δφk. Then, we change the gauge to uniform
density using the equation (4.2.3). The result is

Rk = −
(H
φ̄′

)
(C1τ

3 + C2) = − 1

Mpl

√
2ε

(C1τ
3 + C2).

From the previous discussion about inflation, the slow-roll parameter ε is hardly changed in
inflation. Therefore, the multiplication term is approximately constant. Furthermore, the con-
formal time τ increases from negative value during inflation. One can argue that the second
term, C1τ

3, decays. Thus, the only term left is the constant which implies that

Rk ≈ constant (Super-horizon limit). (4.3.6)

This tells us that the fluctuations at the super-horizon limit are fixed until inflation comes to an
end. This is the mechanism that carried out the primordial perturbations nicely to the CMB.
Notice that each mode of perturbations should proceed to this limit at a different time since the
condition of this limit depends on k.

In fact, It has been shown in more generic way that Rk is always conserved in the super-
horizon limit even if inflation has ended [33, 34]. The conservation law of it can be derived more
generically from the cosmological perturbation theory. In this theory, the changing rate of Rk
to the scale factor depends on the fraction of k over H. This means Rk stop evolving when
k � H in any period of the universe. Thus, one can rely on it to preserve the form of primordial
fluctuations even if inflation has ended.

• Sub-horizon limit: If we consider the very early time of inflation, the conformal time ap-
proaches negative infinity. In that time, the comoving Hubble radius is much larger than the
wavelength, k � H. The equation of motion is reduced to

f ′′k + k2fk = 0, (4.3.7)

which is a simple harmonic oscillator with a frequency of k. This is because the oscillator’s
length scale is much smaller than the Hubble sphere to the point where expansion rate does
not affect the oscillation anymore, corresponds to the absence of the term a′′

a in the equation of
motion. By solving this boundary equation, the normalized solution is

fk(τ) =
1√
2k
e−ikτ . (4.3.8)

This is the mode function for the so-called Bunch-Davies vacuum [35]. This mode function
corresponds to the vacuum state of the inflaton fluctuations. To be more precise, there are
actually two solutions for this equation, the positive frequency and the negative frequency.
Here, only the positive frequency solution has been chosen. This is because we prefer the
positive energy mode function for the ground state of the system.

Furthermore, one can solve the equation (4.3.1) and gets the exact solution:

fk(τ) = α
e−ikτ√

2k

(
1− i

kτ

)
+ β

eikτ√
2k

(
1 +

i

kτ

)
. (4.3.9)

By using (4.3.8) to fix the coefficients α = 1 and β = 0, the solution becomes

fk(τ) =
e−ikτ√

2k

(
1− i

kτ

)
. (4.3.10)
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This is the classical evolution of the scalar field fluctuations with mode k which corresponds to the
vacuum state at each time. We will use this to calculate the quantum fluctuations around the ground
state in the next subsection.

4.3.1. The Horizon Crossing

The horizon crossing refers to the point where k = H. This is the point where the field fluctuations
change their behaviour. To present this, it is convenient to change the variable in equation (4.3.3).
By substituting the δφk back into the equation, we get

δφ′′k + 2Hδφ′k + k2δφk = 0. (4.3.11)

The equation of motion is now a damped oscillator that critically damped at k = H. Thus, the
field perturbations stop oscillating at k = H and converge to a constant value exponentially. This
emphasizes that each mode of fluctuations stopped oscillating at a different moment since the point of
horizon crossing depends on k. Figure 6 illustrate the behaviour of the field fluctuations at different
time.

Figure 6: The behaviour of field fluctuations in de Sitter space at different time. Each mode stop oscillating at
different time. For example, the fluctuation with k = 0.1 m−1 stops oscillating at τ = −10 s but the fluctuation
with k = 0.5 m−1 stops oscillating at τ = −2 s. (The exact amplitude of the field fluctuations remain unknown)

4.4. Quantum Fluctuations in de Sitter Space

The previous subsection has explained the evolution of the field fluctuations and labelled the point
of fluctuations freezing, the horizon crossing. The next question would be “where do they come from?”.
As already mentioned, the quantum behaviour of the field is significant in inflation. In this case, the
fluctuation is probabilistic due to quantum uncertainty [13–16]. Therefore, one should consider the
statistics of the field rather than the deterministic classical picture. Intuitively, the rapid expansion
stretched the quantum fluctuation of the field out. Then, these fluctuations curve the space-time
creating the curvature perturbations. Thus, the quantum fluctuations of the field are the origin of the
primordial fluctuations in inflation. As we mentioned before, the fluctuations are fully frozen at the
super-horizon limit. These fluctuations should become classical at this limit. Thus, they can create
the classical fluctuations seen in CMB. In this subsection, the statistics of the quantum fluctuations
will be computed and show that it indeed becomes classical before inflation ends.
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4.4.1. Harmonic Oscillator Quantization

Since the fluctuation in this context is probabilistic, the observable values are the statistical mo-
ments of the distribution. To compute the moments from the theory, the scalar field must be canon-
ically quantized. Firstly, let us recall how to quantize a harmonic oscillator. In classical mechanics,
the state of a system can be described by its position q and canonical momentum p. To quantize a
classical system, the state variables q and p need to be promoted to operators that satisfy the canonical
commutation relation:

[q̂, p̂] = i. (4.4.1)

Here, we have set ~ ≡ 1. Since each mode of the inflaton fluctuations behaves like a harmonic
oscillator, a simple harmonic oscillator will be quantized as an example. In Hamiltonian formalism,
the Hamiltonian determine the dynamics of the system. One finds that the energy of a classical
system has a continuous range. In contrast, the energy of a quantum system is discrete. Thus, the
Hamiltonian is promoted to an operator for a quantum system:

Ĥ =
1

2
p̂2 +

1

2
ωq̂2. (4.4.2)

The variable ω is the angular frequency of the system. The energy of the system is now the eigenvalue
of the Hamiltonian operator. For a classical system, the dynamics of the system can be determined
by solving the equation of motion with the given initial conditions of q and p. These initial conditions
correspond to the energy of the system. For a quantum system, we have spectra of energy levels rather
than a continuous one. Thus, it is convenient to define the creation and annihilation operators that
change the energy level of the system. These operators are defined to trade with the initial conditions
of the system. Thus, we can conveniently raise/lower the energy rather than solving the equation of
motion for every new initial condition. The creation and annihilation operators for simple harmonic
oscillator are

â† =

√
ω

2
q̂ − i√

2ω
p̂, (4.4.3)

â =

√
ω

2
q̂ +

i√
2ω
p̂. (4.4.4)

The creation operator, â†, will raise the energy level. On another hand, the annihilation operator, â,
will lower the energy level. These operators can be inverted into

q̂ =
1√
2ω

(â+ â†), (4.4.5)

p̂ = −i
√
ω

2
(â− â†). (4.4.6)

By substituting these operators back into equation (4.4.1), we get the commutation relation:

[â, â†] = 1. (4.4.7)

This is the quantization of a harmonic oscillator. Next, we will consider our field of interest, inflaton.
As already shown, the perturbation of the field behaves like a oscillator. Thus, the quantization
proceeds quite the same.

4.4.2. Field Quantization

A simple harmonic oscillator has been quantized. Next, we would like to do the same thing with
the inflaton. The idea is the field f(τ, ~x) is an analogy with the variable q. We can define the canonical
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conjugate field the same way we define the canonical momentum as

π ≡ ∂L
∂f

= f ′, (4.4.8)

which is an analogy with canonical momentum p, where L is the Lagrangian of the redefined fluctu-
ations f(τ, ~x). The next step is to promote these fields to operators. Like before, the promoted field
operators must satisfy a commutation relation, in this case, the equal time canonical commutation
relation:

[f̂(τ, ~x), π̂(τ, ~x′)] = iδ(3)(~x− ~x′). (4.4.9)

Notice that the promoted operators are in the Heisenberg picture, that is the state is time-independent
but the operators may depend on time. Now we would like to quantize the energy level. Except now,
we have an infinite possible mode of oscillators on each point of the field rather than a single oscillator2.
This can be relatively simple if our field is a free field since the equation of motion of each mode does
not couple with other modes and evolve independently. Since the derivative of potential term is
neglected from the action due to the slow-roll condition, the fluctuations is a non-interacting field and
its action indeed a free field action. Thus, it can be thought of a collection of independent harmonic
oscillators. Therefore, the field operators can be expanded with creation and annihilation operators
as

f̂(τ, ~x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

[
fk(τ)ei

~k·~xâ~k + f∗k (τ)e−i
~k·~xâ†~k

]
, (4.4.10)

π̂(τ, ~x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

[
f ′k(τ)ei

~k·~xâ~k + (f ′k(τ))∗e−i
~k·~xâ†~k

]
. (4.4.11)

In Fourier space, the operators are

f̂~k(τ) = fk(τ)â~k + f∗k (τ)â†
−~k
, (4.4.12)

π̂~k(τ) = f ′k(τ)â~k + (f ′k(τ))∗â†
−~k
. (4.4.13)

The variable fk is the normalized solution of the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation in Fourier space. The
creation and annihilation operators are now labelled with a mode vector ~k associated with each mode
of the oscillator. The creation and annihilation operators with different labelling will raise/lower the

energy in different modes. As before, one gets the commutation relation of â~k and â†~k
:

[â~k, â
†
~k′

] = (2π)3δ(3)(~k − ~k′) (4.4.14)

by substituting the field operators into commutation relation of the field (4.4.9). This is called the
second quantization for historical reason. Since the field fluctuates around the background value, it
corresponds to the fluctuations around the ground state of the field f(τ, ~x). Thus, to compute the
statistics of the generated fluctuations in inflation, one must calculate the fluctuations around the
ground state of the system. The ground state is also known as vacuum state which is the state that
satisfies the condition

â~k |0〉 = 0, ∀~k. (4.4.15)

This is the lower-bound state of the system. The statistical value of this fluctuation can be calculated
as following:

• Mean: Mean of the fluctuations can be determined by calculating the expectation value of the

2This could be very hard to do so if one mode is coupled to the other. But, f(τ, ~x) is a free field in this case. Thus,
each mode evolves independently.
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field. Here, we are interested in the vacuum state:〈
|f̂ |
〉

= 〈0| f̂(~x, τ) |0〉

=

∫
d3k

(2π)3
〈0|
[
fk(τ)ei

~k·~xâ~k + f∗k (τ)e−i
~k·~xâ†~k

]
|0〉

=

∫
d3k

(2π)3
f∗k (τ)e−i

~k·~x 〈0| 1〉

= 0. (4.4.16)

Since we choose to calculate the fluctuation around the background value, the mean must indeed
be zero because fk(τ) = 0 at the background value. This also benefits us when calculating the
variance.

• Variance: Since we are calculating at the vacuum state, the mean of the fluctuation is absent.
Therefore, the variance of the fluctuation is conveniently equal to the second moment of the
fluctuations:〈
|f̂ |2

〉
= 〈0| f̂ †(~x, τ)f̂(~x, τ) |0〉

=

∫
d3k

(2π)3

∫
d3k′

(2π)3
〈0|
[
f∗k (τ)e−i

~k·~xâ†~k
+ fk(τ)ei

~k·~xâ~k
][
fk′(τ)ei

~k′·~xâ~k′ + f∗k′(τ)e−i
~k′·~xâ†~k′

]
|0〉

=

∫
d3k

(2π)3

∫
d3k′

(2π)3
ei
~k·~xe−i

~k′·~xfk(τ)f∗k′(τ) 〈0| [â~k, â
†
~k′

] |0〉

=

∫
d3k

(2π)3

∫
d3k′

(2π)3
ei
~k·~xe−i

~k′·~x(2π)3δ(3)(~k − ~k′)|fk(τ)|2

=

∫
d3k

(2π)3

∫
d3k′

(2π)3
ei(
~k−~k′)·~x(2π)3δ(3)(~k − ~k′)Pf (k, τ). (4.4.17)

The integrand of this equation is the variance in Fourier space. The power spectrum of the
field fluctuation, Pf (k, τ), is introduced as the variance’s amplitude of each mode. From the
expression, the power spectrum only depends on one of the two mode-vectors since the delta
function would allow the variance to have some non-zero value only if ~k = ~k′. By substituting
the solution (4.3.10), one gets

Pf (k, τ) ≡ |f~k(τ)|2 =
1

2k

(
1 +

( 1

kτ

)2)
. (4.4.18)

As we are going to explain shortly, these eigenvalues that we computed quantum mechanically corre-
spond to the statistical moments in the classical ensemble of the CMB fluctuation. This is because
the quantum fluctuation here will become classical in the super-horizon limit, which is explained in
the next subsection. Thus, this is where the dynamics of the field in inflation linked to the statistics
of the CMB. The mean and variance here will be used to construct the probability density function
(PDF) later in the subsection 4.6.

4.5. Primordial Fluctuation from Inflation

The previous discussion has told us about the important mechanism that carried the fluctuations
out of inflation. The curvature fluctuations were conserved during the reheating and carried the
primordial fluctuations from the field out. In this section, the quantum fluctuations of the field are
converted into the classical curvature perturbations. Also, we will discuss the contributions given by
primordial fluctuations to the CMB statistics.

24



4.5.1. Transition from Quantum to Classical

It has been shown that the fluctuations were produced quantum mechanically at the very early
time of inflation. At the end, these will seed the CMB fluctuations which is classical. Thus, the
field perturbations must become classical at some point before inflation has ended. Studies show that
the field disturbances become classical at the super-horizon limit. To verify that, we would like to
compute the commutation relation of the fields at that limit. If the field operators commute with its
momentum conjugate, the fields are classical [36]. The field operators are

f̂(τ, ~x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

[
fk(τ)ei

~k·~xâ~k + f∗k (τ)e−i
~k·~xâ†~k

]
, (4.5.1)

π̂(τ, ~x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

[
f ′k(τ)ei

~k·~xâ~k + (f ′k(τ))∗e−i
~k·~xâ†~k

]
. (4.5.2)

The time derivative of f(k, τ) is

f ′~k(τ) =
e−ikτ√

2k

( i

kτ2

)
+ (−ik)

e−ikτ√
2k

(
1− i

kτ

)
. (4.5.3)

One can compute both f(k, τ) and its time derivative in super-horizon limit and gets

f~k(τ)
∣∣∣
k�H

= − e
−ikτ
√

2k3

i

τ
,

f ′~k(τ)
∣∣∣
k�H

=
e−ikτ√

2k3

i

τ2
.

By substituting these functions into the quantum operators, one gets

f̂(~x, τ)
∣∣∣
k�H

= − i√
2τ

∫
d3k

(2π)3

1√
k3

[â~ke
i(~k·~x−kτ) + â†~k

e−i(
~k·~x−kτ)]

π̂(~x, τ)
∣∣∣
k�H

=
i√
2τ2

∫
d3k

(2π)3

1√
k3

[â~ke
i(~k·~x−kτ) + â†~k

e−i(
~k·~x−kτ)] = −1

τ
f̂(~x, τ)

∣∣∣
k�H

.

As expected, these operators commute at the super-horizon limit. This ensures that the quantum
fluctuations become classical at that limit and create the classical curvature perturbations.

4.5.2. The Field Fluctuations at Super-horizon Limit

Now, we know that the field becomes classical at the super-horizon limit. Thus, before we transfer
it into the curvature fluctuations, we would like to convert it back into the original field fluctuations
δφk in de-Sitter space first. By substituting f~k = aδφk back into the power spectrum of the field
fluctuations (4.4.18), one gets

Pδφ(k, τ) ≡ a−2Pf (k, τ) =
H2

2kH2

(
1 +

(H
k

)2)
. (4.5.4)

We have assumed H = aH = −τ−1 for de-Sitter expansion. By evaluating the power spectrum at the
super-horizon limit, k � H, one gets

Pδφ(k)
∣∣∣
k�H

=
H2

2k3
. (4.5.5)

Interesting remarks about this are the following. First, the power spectrum is now time-independent.
Thus, the fluctuations become constant like what we have discussed earlier. Second, the field fluctu-
ations in this case are scale-invariant. To show this, we Fourier transform the power spectrum back
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and receive the form: 〈
|δφ|2

〉
=

∫
d ln k

(H
2π

)2
. (4.5.6)

One can see that the Fourier component
(
H
2π

)2
does not depend on k, which implies that the fluctu-

ations in de Sitter expansion are scale invariant [37] at the super-horizon limit. The visualization of
this is the form of fluctuations look the same in every scale of CMB map.

However, this is not exactly the case in the actual result. Since the power spectrum above evaluates
at the super-horizon limit of a specific k, thus it might hold a different value for each mode and hence
depends on scale. This comes from the fact that the assumption made in subsection 4.3 that inflation
undergoes de Sitter expansion until the limit of interest is a bit off from reality. In inflation, the
expansion slows down and hence deviates from exponential expansion over time. Therefore, the
fluctuation mode that reaches the super-horizon limit at a later time departs more from the scale-
invariant form. As we’re going to show later, the scale dependency of the fluctuation is actually
determined by the slow-roll parameters, ε and η, which represent the departure from the exponential
expansion. Nevertheless, let us continue to the curvature perturbation with the assumption and
consider the scale dependency later.

4.5.3. The Curvature Perturbations at Super-horizon Limit

We have mentioned the relation between the field fluctuations and the curvature perturbations in
the previous subsection. But now, we are interested in the statistics of the fluctuations. Thus, the
variable R should be a statistical variable rather than a single deterministic value. One can square
and average the equation (4.2.2) and gets the relation:

〈
|R|2

〉
=
(H
φ̄′

)2〈
|δφ|2

〉
. (4.5.7)

The variance of the curvature perturbations is the one that connects with the statistics of the CMB
fluctuations. We are going to switch from the field fluctuations to the curvature perturbations via
(4.5.7) at the super-horizon limit where the field fluctuations become classical. Let us recall the power
spectrum of δφ at super-horizon limit (4.5.5). The power spectrum of the curvature perturbations at
super-horizon limit takes the form:

PR(k)
∣∣∣
k�H

=
(H
φ̄′

)2 H2

2k3

∣∣∣
k�H

. (4.5.8)

If we assume that inflation still undergoes the de Sitter expansion until the mode of interest reaches
the super-horizon limit, the power spectrum can be expressed in the value evaluated at the horizon
crossing:

PR(k)
∣∣∣
k�H

=
(H
φ̄′

)2 H2

2k3

∣∣∣
k=H

. (4.5.9)

The power spectrum is now presented by the value at the horizon crossing to emphasize that the value
of the power spectrum may vary among different modes. By exiting the horizon at different time, the
modes with short wavelength might have reached the super-horizon limit when the expansion is not
perfectly de Sitter expansion. This will make the power spectrum of short wavelength modes yield
different value from this computed form.

If the slow-roll parameter, ε, is applied to the equation, one can find that the power spectrum of
R can be determined by the shape of inflation slow-roll potential. By applying the definition of the

slow-roll parameter in conformal time scale, ε ≡
1
2
φ̄′

M2
plH2 , the equation becomes

PR(k)
∣∣∣
k�H

=
1

2M2
plε

H2

2k3

∣∣∣
k=H

. (4.5.10)
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Furthermore, we can assume the slow-roll potential. By substituting ε = εV ≡
M2
pl

2

(
V ′

V

)2
and H2 ≈

V
3M2

pl
, we have the form associated with the potential shape:

PR(k)
∣∣∣
k�H

=
1

6M6
plk

3

V 3

V,2φ

∣∣∣
k=H

. (4.5.11)

This shows that the amplitude of fluctuations depends on the shape of the inflaton slow-roll potential.
These are the statistics of the fluctuation that is carried out from inflation and appears on the CMB.

As mentioned, the form here is scale-invariant. But, we have already argued that this is the case
only if the expansion does not slow down. Namely, the parameter ε stays constant at the horizon exit
of every mode of perturbation. It is clearly not the case in real situation since the expansion slows
down and ε varies with time. Hence, we expect the fluctuation to depend on scale by this effect. The
next section will describe this scale dependency.

4.5.4. Scale-Dependent Power Spectrum

In the previous section, we obtained the scale-invariant power spectrum from the following assump-
tion. Inflation undergoes the perfect de Sitter expansion until all of the modes reach the super-horizon
limit. In reality, not all mode exits and reaches the super-horizon limit when the expansion is perfect
de Sitter. This is because the slow-roll parameter ε will increase slowly during inflation and eventually
equals 1 when inflation ends. This means that the expansion slowly deviates from perfect de Sitter
over time. While the long modes (low momenta) reached the super-horizon limit when ε ≈ 0, the
shorter modes (high momenta) would have reached when ε > 0. From (4.5.10), we know that the
power spectrum evaluates at the horizon crossing depends on the value of ε. Therefore, it will depend
on scale. We will assume that the scale-dependence of the power spectrum takes the power-law form
[38]:

PR(k) ∝ kns−4. (4.5.12)

The scalar spectral index ns here represents the deviation from scale invariance of the power spectrum,
which is defined as

ns − 1 ≡ d ln k3PR
d ln k

. (4.5.13)

We are going to re-investigate the power spectrum evaluated at the horizon crossing, (4.5.10). One
can clearly see that change of ε will affect the value of the power spectrum. By applying chain rule to
the equation (4.5.13), we get

ns − 1 =
d ln k3PR
dN

· dN
d ln k

. (4.5.14)

By considering the first term, one can substitute equation (4.5.10) and the definition of slow-roll
parameters ε and η into it and gets

d ln k3PR
dN

= 2
d lnH

dN
− d ln ε

dN
= −2ε− η.

The second term can also be rearranged by evaluating it at the horizon crossing k = H = aH,

dN

d ln k
=
[d ln k

dN

]−1

=
[
1 +

d lnH

dN

]−1

= [1− ε]−1 ≈ 1 + ε.
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By combining both terms via (4.5.14) and keeping the slow-roll parameter up to linear order, the
expression becomes

ns − 1 = −2ε− η. (4.5.15)

Therefore, the parameter ns also represents the deviation from the perfect de Sitter expansion in slow-
roll inflation corresponds with what we have discussed earlier. At the horizon crossing, the amount
of deviation from de Sitter expansion determines how strong the power spectrum depends on scale.
Furthermore, one can substitute back the potential slow-roll parameters and receives the relation
between the spectral index and the inflaton’s slow-roll potential:

ns − 1 = −3M2
pl

(V,φ
V

)2
+ 2M2

pl

V,φφ
V

. (4.5.16)

Recent observations from the Planck satellite [6] detected small deviation from the scale-invariance
and measured ns = 0.9649 ± 0.0042 with 68% CL., statistically. The measurement also tells us how
the slow-roll potential should look like via (4.5.16) (see Figure 3)

4.6. Statistics of the Primordial Fluctuations

We have described the primordial fluctuations. Now, one can ask about the statistics it gives to
the CMB. It has been shown that the curvature perturbations are directly related to the temperature
fluctuations of CMB through the Sach-Wolfe approximation on large-scale [39]. Thus, the statistics
of the curvature perturbations are reflected directly in the temperature fluctuations. To study the
contribution from the primordial fluctuations, it is convenient to consider the statistics of the curvature
perturbations rather than the CMB temperature directly. Let us start with our simplest model and
recall the action (4.1.12).

S(2) =

∫
dτd3x

[
f ′2 − (∇f)2 +

a′′

a
f2
]
. (4.6.1)

One can see that the action is quadratic since the inflaton’s potential hardly changes in the slow-roll
approximation. This implies Gaussian distributed field fluctuations which are reflected in the CMB
fluctuations. To present the distribution, the probability density function (PDF) is constructed. In
this case, the Gaussian PDF is fixed by mean and variance of the spread, which correspond to the
computed eigenvalues (4.4.16) and (4.4.17). Since we have shown that the field perturbation will
be converted into the curvature disturbance, which is the cause of CMB fluctuation, we choose to
represent the distribution with a variable Rg as

G(Rg) =
1

σ
√

2π
e−

R2
g

2σ2 . (4.6.2)

The variables Rg and σ are the curvature perturbation and the standard deviation of the distribution.
Shortly, we will argue that the distribution can be something else other than normal. Thus, the
Gaussian distributed variable, Rg, is sub-scripted by g for distinction. In the context of Rg, it is mean
is set to zero since the variable fluctuates around the background value as mentioned in (4.4.16). The
variance, which is the squared standard deviation: σ2, corresponds to the power spectrum (4.5.10).
At this point, the PDF is fully constructed and the higher-order statistical moments can be computed
by 〈

Rng
〉

=

∫
dRg RngG(Rg). (4.6.3)

By calculating the moments above, one finds that the odd-order moments can be written as products
of the mean. Thus, all of the odd-order statistical moments vanish since the mean is zero. This corre-
sponds to one of the important properties of this PDF: the distribution curve is symmetric about the
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mean value (no skewness). Furthermore, all of the even-order moments can be represented with prod-
ucts of the variance, which implies that the statistics of the Gaussian variable is completely described
by the variance only. So far, the prediction of Gaussian fluctuation agreed with the observations[5–7].
So, a well-probed power spectrum could be the end of the story here.

However, the measurements have uncertainty which can hide non-Gaussian signatures from us, so
one can expect that the distribution is not exactly Gaussian. This is motivated by the fact that there
are possible features beyond the simplest model that can produce primordial non-Gaussianity. For
example, there might be additional fields other than inflaton active during inflation, the multi-field
scenario. Those fields might induce non-Gaussianity to the statistics even if the density of those fields
are minorities compared to inflaton and do not affect the dynamics of inflation. This is because, when
perturbing the action, the derivative of the potential with respect to those fields might be significant
and cannot be neglected. Hence, the action may be non-quadratic in this case. Therefore, we might
detect the deviations from the Gaussian distribution produced by primordial fluctuations by increasing
the accuracy and learn more about the physics of inflation that causes the departure from the normal
distribution.

Figure 7: A full picture of the primordial fluctuations transportation process summarizes all of the procedures
described in this section.

4.7. Overview of the Process

To summarize this section, the behaviour of the scalar field perturbations are described as an
oscillator. The fluctuations of the scalar field perturbations are arisen from the quantum uncertainty
and are stretched out by the expansion in inflation. The crucial point here is the fluctuations stopped
oscillating at the horizon crossing and are frozen at the super-horizon limit. This hence delivered
the primordial fluctuations across the period of unknown physics. After the perturbations crossed
back into the horizon, the fluctuations evolved determinedly and then created the CMB temperature
fluctuations. This has allowed us to study the physics of the early universe via the statistics of the
CMB. Until now, the CMB fluctuations are found to be Gaussian distributed agreed with our simplest
model. But recently, the primordial non-Gaussianity is the topic in the spotlight. The detection of
it can reveal some new information about inflation. Further discussions will focus on the primordial
non-Gaussianity and its implication.

29



5. Non-Gaussian Statistics of the Primordial Fluc-
tuations

As mentioned in the last section, the distribution of the field is related to its action. Also, the
features beyond the simplest model are expected. Thus, we can reveal some more complicated model
of inflation by studying the statistics of the curvature perturbations in details. Namely, if one knows
the exact probability density function (PDF) of the perturbations, one can derive the true action from
it. This will give us more details about the physics in inflation, for instance, the structure of the
interactions. From the previous section, we know that the simplest model corresponds to the normally
distributed field. Therefore, we are interested in the deviation from it. Presently, the surveys [7]
already told us that this deviation is small. Thus, we can write down the exact variable of curvature
perturbation, R, as a small perturbation to the Gaussian variable, Rg [19, 20]:

R = Rg + f(Rg). (5.0.1)

The arbitrary function f(Rg) is the perturbation to the Gaussian distribution. If the fluctuation
is produced by the simplest model, the exact variable would be equal to the normally distributed
variable, Rg, in an absence of f(Rg). Thus, the perturbation function here is taking account of the
additional features that produce non-Gaussianity to the distribution. The task here is to constrain
this function from the observation and interprets the result to some implications about inflation. For
instance, one can take the power-law ansatz and measure its amplitude from the survey to justify the
existence of power-law interaction terms in the action.

We can observe the difference between the normally and exactly distributed variable by measuring
the statistical moments of the true distribution and compare them to the Gaussian ones. From the
last section, the normal distribution has zero odd-order moments and the even-orders determined by
its variance. For the true statistics, we suppose that R obeys the true PDF, P(R). Its nth-order
moment thus can be computed from 〈

Rn
〉

=

∫
dR RnP(R). (5.0.2)

Shortly, we will see that the moments here serve as corrections to the Gaussian PDF. To mention
intuitively how this is the case, we show the following example: we have mentioned that all of the
odd-order moments in normal distribution vanish. However, for the exact PDF, one might notice
that they do not have to vanish anymore. This is because the deviation, f(Rg), could have ruined
the symmetry of the curve (see Figure 8) so that the moments cannot be determined by the mean
as before. Thus, one of the straightforward non-Gaussianity signatures that can be detected is the
non-vanishing odd-order moments. Therefore, they could tell us how the correct PDF should look
like. To see how it is mathematically, we will discuss a way to evaluate P(R).

As mentioned at first, the task here is to find a way to describe the true PDF from which we can
describe the action of the field. Since the departure from the normal distribution is small, the true
PDF can be written as the Taylor series around the Gaussian PDF:

P(R) =
∞∑
n=0

an
dnG(Rg)
dRng

, (5.0.3)

where an is the nth-order Taylor coefficient. After evaluating all of the derivatives, the series are
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chosen to be rearranged as3

P(R) = G(Rg)
[
1 +

∞∑
n=1

cnHen(Rg/σ)
]

(5.0.4)

for convenience. The special function Hen is the nth-order Hermite polynomial and cn is the corre-
sponding coefficient in front of it. The goal here is to determine cn, which serves as a correction for the
PDF. In this arrangement, they are conveniently determined by using the orthogonality with respect
to Gaussian measure of Hen(R). From there, one finds that those coefficients are combinations of
the statistical moments. Thus, the goal here is to compute those moments to be the corrections as
intuitively mentioned. In order to do so, we need the ansatz of f(Rg) first. One of the form was
proposed by Eiichiro Komatsu and David N. Spergel [18] which is written as power series expansion:

R(~x) = Rg(~x) +
3

5
fNL(R2

g(~x)−
〈
R2
g(~x)

〉
) +

9

25
gNLR3

g(~x) + . . . . (5.0.5)

The parameters fNL and gNL are the non-linear parameters. The factors 3
5 and 9

25 are conventional
for historical reasons. The form here is written such that the mean of it is zero as mentioned earlier.
This is often called the local-form non-Gaussianity since the non-linear coupling of Rg and other terms
are on the same point on x-space. Thus, this form will capture the non-Gaussianity that has been
produced locally on x-space. As mentioned before, one can choose different ansatzes to capture other
features. For example, the nonlinear term can be the sine function of Rg, which we are going to

discuss later. Also, the ansatz can be the gradient squared or laplacian of Rg, (~∇Rg)2 or ∇2Rg. In
any case, the moments can now be computed. To begin the computation, the n-point function will
be expanded just to the first-order of the parameter fNL. This is because the observations [7] have
already constrained the fluctuations to be tiny. Thus, the higher-order terms of Rg, the term with
gNL for example, are neglected. The main goal of this section is to compute fNL. Namely, we will
compute the two- and three-point correlation functions and see how they related to the parameter. It
will be later shown in this section that the three-point function is directly proportional to fNL. Thus,
the parameter is needed for the corrections. Moreover, it is also the measure of local non-Gaussianity
as proposed in the form.

Broadly speaking, the correlation functions in this context are quite similar to the scattering
amplitude in particle physics. As we are going to show shortly, the computation of the three-point
function will give us the parameter fNL, which is responsible for the additional interaction in the
theory. Thus, the computation roughly gives the amplitude of the interaction, similar to the scattering
amplitude. In this section, we will derive the formula that is used to compute fNL from the observable
value.

To give some ideas of what we expect fNL to be, we are going to start with a broad discussion
about its theoretical constrain. Since the statistics of R deviated from Gaussian just a bit, the non-
linear terms must be tiny, compared to the first term. That is, the parameter must be much smaller
than the order of (Rg)−1. However, the perturbations are found to be in the order of 10−5. Thus, the
parameter still has a wide range of value. For instance, fNL ∼ 103 is still theoretically allowed. From
the most recent observation [7], the measured value of it is in the order 100, which is still tiny compared
to the theoretical upper-bound. Hence, one can expect a noticeable magnitude of fNL measured from
the future observation. Before the computations, the expanded variable are Fourier transformed to

R(~k) = Rg(~k) +
3

5
fNL

∫
d3k′

(2π)3

[
Rg(~k′)Rg(~k − ~k′)−

〈
Rg(~k′)Rg(~k − ~k′)

〉]
+ . . . . (5.0.6)

As mentioned earlier, we will be focusing on the parameter fNL only. Thus, the perturbation with be

3In general, any power series can be rearranged to series of Hermite polynomial.
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kept just to the second-order. Next, we would like to compute the two-point and three-point functions
and see how they related to the parameter fNL. First, the two-point function, or the second moment,
is 〈

R(~k)R(~k′)
〉

=
〈
Rg(~k)Rg(~k′)

〉
+

3

5
fNL · O(R3). (5.0.7)

The second term is the three-point of the Gaussian variable, which is zero in this case. Thus, the
second term vanishes along with the higher-order terms, which are sufficiently small. In conclusion, the
two-point function of the non-Gaussian variable approximately equals the two-point function of the
Gaussian variable. From the last section, this function of normally distributed fluctuation in Fourier
space is written as 〈

Rg(~k)Rg(~k′)
〉

= (2π)3δ(3)(~k + ~k′)PR(|~k|), (5.0.8)

where PR(|~k|) is the power spectrum of the curvature fluctuations, the same one as in the last section.
This is also the data that we can measure from the CMB temperature map. Generally speaking, the
two-point correlation function is measured by counting pairs of the equal temperature points separated
by the given length, k−1 (see Figure 13). The presence of the delta function indicates that the total
k-vector of the two-point function must be a null vector (infinite length scale). This implies that the
two-point function remains the same by the change of position (a homogeneous function on x-space).

The next step is to calculate the three-point of the non-Gaussian variable. Intuitively, the first term
should be the three-point function of Rg which equals zero. Thus, the main contribution comes from
the next term, the four-point function of Rg. Furthermore, The four-point function of the Gaussian
distributed variables is up to the square of the variance. This is because the four-point function of
Gaussian variables can be expanded into a series of two-point functions via Wick’s theorem. Thus,
the three-point function is proportional to the variance of Rg squared. To compute the result exactly,
let us first write the function with (5.0.6) as〈
R( ~k1)R( ~k2)R( ~k3)

〉
=
〈
Rg( ~k1)Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3)

〉
+

3

5
fNL

[〈 ∫ d3k′1
(2π)3

[
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)−

〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)
〉]
Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3)

〉
+ perm.

]
.

The first term vanishes since Rg(~k)’s are Gaussian variables. Therefore, the remaining terms are

〈
R( ~k1)R( ~k2)R( ~k3)

〉
=

3

5
fNL

[〈 ∫ d3k′1
(2π)3

[
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1− ~k1

′
)−
〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1− ~k1

′
)
〉]
Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3)

〉
+perm.

]
.

(5.0.9)
For convenience, only one of the permuted terms inside the square brackets is considered since the
rest will yield the same with permuted k-vectors. An individual term can be simplified as

(. . . ) =
〈 ∫ d3k′1

(2π)3

[
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)−

〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)
〉]
Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3)

〉
=

∫
d3k′1
(2π)3

〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3)

〉
−
∫

d3k′1
(2π)3

〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)
〉〈
Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3)

〉
.

From Wick’s theorem, the four-point function can be expanded as〈
f1f2f3f4

〉
=
〈
f1f2

〉〈
f3f4

〉
+
〈
f1f3

〉〈
f2f4

〉
+
〈
f1f4

〉〈
f2f3

〉
, (5.0.10)
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where fi’s are Gaussian variables. Thus, one can expand the four-point function as such and gets

(. . . ) =

∫
d3k′1
(2π)3

[〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)
〉〈
Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3)

〉
+
〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k2)

〉〈
Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k3)

〉
+
〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k3)

〉〈
Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k2)

〉]
−
∫

d3k′1
(2π)3

〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)
〉〈
Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3)

〉
=

∫
d3k′1
(2π)3

[〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k2)

〉〈
Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k3)

〉
+
〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k3)

〉〈
Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k2)

〉]
.

From (5.0.8), the two-point functions are written in the form of the power spectra:

(. . . ) =(2π)3

∫
d3k′1

[
δ(3)( ~k1

′
+ ~k2)δ(3)( ~k1 − ~k1

′
+ ~k3)PR(| ~k2|)PR(| ~k3|)

+ δ(3)( ~k1
′
+ ~k3)δ(3)( ~k1 − ~k1

′
+ ~k2)PR(| ~k2|)PR(| ~k3|)

]
=(2π)3

[
2δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3)PR(| ~k2|)PR(| ~k3|)

]
.

By substituting this back into (5.0.9), one gets the three point function with the parameter fNL:〈
R( ~k1)R( ~k2)R( ~k3)

〉
=

6

5
fNL(2π)3δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3)

[
PR(| ~k2|)PR(| ~k3|) + perm.

]
. (5.0.11)

Similar to the two-point function, the presence of delta function implies that the three-point function
is a homogeneous function on x-space. One can define the bispectrum from the function as〈

R( ~k1)R( ~k2)R( ~k3)
〉

= (2π)3δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3)BR(| ~k1|, | ~k2|, | ~k3|). (5.0.12)

The bispectrum is defined as the amplitude of the three-point function in Fourier space, similar to the
power spectrum for the two-point function. From (5.0.11) and (5.0.12), the nonlinear parameter fNL
is determined via the formula

6

5
fNL =

BR(| ~k1|, | ~k2|, | ~k3|)
PR(| ~k1|)PR(| ~k2|) + PR(| ~k2|)PR(| ~k3|) + PR(| ~k3|)PR(| ~k1|)

. (5.0.13)

The bispectrum and the power spectrum in this equation can be measured from the observations and

(a) Positive value of fNL (b) Negative value of fNL

Figure 8: The plot of probability density function when perturbed with parameter fNL. In this case, the curves
are (a) negatively skewed when fNL is positive, and (b) positively skewed when fNL is negative.

then used to determine the value of the nonlinear parameter fNL. To visualize the effect, the non-zero
parameter fNL will add the skewness to the PDF. Namely, the probability curve will be tilted as
shown in Figure 8. The observation [7] has measured the parameter as fNL = −0.9± 5.1, where the
error bar covers up to 68% CL. of the statistics.
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This is just one form of fNL obtained from the power series ansatz we take for the perturbation
function, f(Rg). There are also other interesting cases of it that correspond to other forms of the
function. A different fNL indicates different implications to our inflationary model. For sake of clear
observation, we would like to fix the parameter at the peak value of the bispectrum. This is because the
observed signal will be the most notable, thus the most convenient to probe. From the definition, it is
labelled by the mode vectors, ~k1, ~k2 and ~k3. The constraint from the homogeneity requires these mode
vectors to sum to null vector, thus they form a triangle shape. A different case of non-Gaussianity has
its shape of bispectrum at which its value peaks. In this case, the bispectrum peaks at the so-called
squeezed limit where the triangle of mode-vector effectively gets squeezed to a line. In the next section,
we will discuss the importance of the shape.
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6. The Squeezed Bispectrum

One of the well-known results first computed by Juan Maldacena [40] is the squeezed bispectrum.
This bispectrum consists of two long k-vectors and one short k-vector (in other words, one long-
wavelength mode and two short-wavelength modes), k1 ≈ k2 � k3 −→ 0. This kind of bispectrum
serves as an attempt to rule out all single-field model of inflation. As we will see shortly, the single-
field models predicted that the squeezed bispectrum should be tiny compared to the power spectrum
squared. Thus, the detection of this bispectrum could conveniently rule out all single-field models
despite their details. In this section, the squeezed bispectrum will be computed in a classical picture.

Figure 9: The triangle of the bispectrum’s mode vectors in the squeezed limit, k1 ≈ k2 � k3 −→ 0. Here, the
triangle has effectively degenerated to a line. This is because the norm of ~k3 is approaching zero as shown in
the red circle.

Before going into the computation, let us discuss briefly the emergence of the three-point correlation
function in the single-field scenario. As already mentioned, the squeezed bispectrum consists of one
long-wavelength mode and two short-wavelength modes. At one time during inflation, the long-
wavelength mode reached the super-horizon limit and became frozen as discussed in subsection 4.3.
Thus, it becomes a constant disturbance of space-time. Meanwhile, the two short modes would be
deeply in the horizon and still evolving on the background space-time perturbed by the frozen mode.
Thus, those fluctuations will be affected by the long mode disturbance, which is now a part of the
background. The consequence is these short and long modes will be correlated to each other via these
processes. Hence, the three-point function of these modes emerged.

The goal here is to detect this non-Gaussianity in the observations. Since the power spectrum is
nearly scale-invariant (see subsection 4.5.4), one can see from (5.0.11) and (4.5.12) that the bispectrum
peaks when the magnitude of ~k approaching zero. Thus, the squeezed limit is considered because one
of the k-vectors is approaching zero in this limit. Therefore, it will make the squeezed bispectrum the
most noticeable signal of all in this case.

The first computation [40] was done in slow-roll inflation by using the Quantum Field Theory
approach. Then, the result is extended by Creminelli and Zaldarriaga [22]. They have shown that the
result is true for all single-field model, regardless of slow-roll condition. The method is nicely reviewed
and enhanced by Jonathan Ganc and Eiichiro Komatsu [21]. The following computation is similar
to Creminelli and Zaldarriaga’s computation and to what Ganc and Komatsu have reviewed in their
paper.

Since the long mode perturbation has already exited the horizon and became constant, the three-
point function is written as〈

RS( ~k1)RS( ~k2)RL( ~k3)
〉

=
〈〈
RS( ~k1)RS( ~k2)

〉
L
RL( ~k3)

〉
. (6.0.1)

The expression
〈
RS( ~k1)RS( ~k2)

〉
L

is the two-point function of two short modes that are influenced by

35



Figure 10: A Visualization of the short modes correlated with the frozen long mode. Those two short modes are
still evolving deeply in its horizon (Hubble sphere) while the frozen mode is already far outside and becomes a
part of the background.

the long mode perturbation. For convenient, the long and short mode variables are subscripted by L
and S. Let us recall the definition of the spectral index (4.5.13), ns − 1 ≡ d ln k3PR

d ln k , from the previous
section to present the scale-dependence of the curvature power spectrum in the single-field inflation.
We are going to start off with the two-point function in x space,

〈
RS(~x)RS(~x + ~r)

〉
L

. This function
can be Taylor expanded as〈

RS(~x)RS(~x+ ~r)
〉
L

=
〈
RS(~x)RS(~x+ ~r)

〉
0

+ δ~r · ~∇r
〈
RS(~x)RS(~x+ ~r)

〉
0

+O(2), (6.0.2)

where
〈
RS(~x)RS(~x+ ~r)

〉
0

is the value where RL is absent. Note that we can perform the expansion
above because the perturbations from the long mode is small. We have already argued that this
function is a homogeneous function on x-space. Thus, the reference point ~x is arbitrary. Also, the
output is isotropic since the function yields a scalar quantity. Hence, the two-point function depends
on |~r| only, 〈

RS(~x)RS(~x+ ~r)
〉

0
= ξ(|~r|). (6.0.3)

The function ξ(|~r|) is introduced to represent the two-point function for convenient. By keeping the
perturbation up to the linear order, the Taylor expansion reduces to〈

RS(~x)RS(~x+ ~r)
〉
L

= ξ(|~r|) + δr
d

dr
ξ(|~r|). (6.0.4)

Next, let us consider the spatial coordinates disturbances due to long mode curvature perturbation.
From the perturbed metric (4.2.1), one can see that the transformed coordinate (denoted with prime)
is written as

d~x′ = eRLd~x. (6.0.5)

Here, the small displacement d~x has been re-scaled by the frozen disturbance. Thus, the coordinates
transform as

xi′ =
dxi′

dxj
xj = eRLδijx

j = (1 +RL +O(R2))xi.

In this transformation, we kept the perturbation RL up to the linear order. Therefore, the curvature
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disturbance here induced the coordinate transformation such that

~r −→ ~r′ = ~r +RL~r. (6.0.6)

That is, any length scales on the background are stretched or contracted by the long mode by δr = RLr.
By substituting it into (6.0.4), one gets

〈
RS(~x)RS(~x+ ~r)

〉
L

= ξ(|~r|) +RLr
d

dr
ξ(|~r|). (6.0.7)

To match the result with the formula (5.0.13), the relation should be presented in Fourier space. One
can Fourier transform the equation and gets the perturbed two-point function in k-space:

〈
RS(~k1)RS(~k2)

〉
L

= δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2)
[
PS(| ~k1|)−RLPS(| ~k1|)

d ln k3
1PS(| ~k1|)
d ln k1

]
. (6.0.8)

The power spectrum depends on one of the k-vectors only since ~k1 ≈ ~k2 in this case. From (4.5.12),
one find that the equation is〈

RS(~k1)RS(~k2)
〉
L

= δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2)
[
PS(|~k1|) + (1− ns)RLPS(|~k1|)

]
. (6.0.9)

By substituting the relation into the equation (6.0.1), one gets〈
RS( ~k1)RS( ~k2)RL( ~k3)

〉
= (2π)3δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3)(1− ns)PS(| ~k1|)PL(| ~k3|). (6.0.10)

Finally, from the equation above with the definition of the bispectrum, one gets the single field
consistency condition or the single-field theorem:

BR(| ~k1|, | ~k2|, | ~k3| → 0) = (1− ns)PR(| ~k1|)PR(| ~k3|). (6.0.11)

The theorem states that the relation must hold for all single-field inflation models. It is important to
emphasize that this is true only if inflaton is the only field. As mentioned before, the curvature distur-
bance on each point can be considered as if some points inflate more or less than the background (see
subsection 4.2). This is equivalent to the coordinates re-scaling done earlier. Thus, the contribution
from the long mode can be directly considered as the re-scaling, or equivalently, changing the horizon
crossing time. Hence, the power spectrum will be affected due to its scale dependency. However, by
introducing the second field, the relation between long mode and the reparameterized scale factor is
not exact as before. Namely, the transformation (6.0.6) will be wrong. This is because there will be
more than one degree of freedom contributed to the curvature fluctuation. Thus, the argument above
breaks down for multi-field inflation.

The result here links the local-form non-Gaussianity with the scale-dependency of the power spec-
trum. If we recall the (5.0.13) and take it to the squeezed limit, the nonlinear parameter fNL in the
squeezed limit for single-field inflation is written as

fNL =
5

12
(1− ns). (6.0.12)

Both fNL and ns can be measured by different methods. Therefore, the relation can be checked by
the observations. From [6], the spectral index constrains the parameter fNL to around the order of
10−2, which implies a tiny squeezed bispectrum compared to the square of the power spectrum. Since
the power spectrum is observably small by itself (in the order of fluctuations squared or 10−9), the
squeezed bispectrum thus too small to be detected nowadays. The readers might wonder how can we
confirm the prediction if it is too tiny to detect. But actually, the point of this condition is how easy
and powerful the violation of it is. As mentioned before, the parameter fNL can be large enough to
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be detectable. This means it is possible to find the squeezed bispectrum in the observation. This will
violate the condition and automatically rule out every single-field model, despite its detail whatsoever.
As mentioned, the spectral index and the nonlinear parameter for this local non-Gaussianity are
measured as ns = 0.9649 ± 0.0042 and fNL = −0.9 ± 5.1, both with 68% CL. [6, 7]. Thus, the
single-field models have not been ruled out until now. However, many surveys promise to measure
this parameter with more precision. Thus, there are still possibilities that all single-field models will
be ruled out in the future.
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7. The Four-point Function

From the previous section, the correction terms were computed up to the third order. There, we
obtain the single-field consistency relation, which can teach us about the number of fields in inflation.
In this section, we shall move on to the four-point correlation function. Similar to the last section,
not only that the function serves as a correction to the PDF, it also tells us about some aspects of
inflationary model as we are going see shortly. Let us recall the equation (5.0.5). The procedures are
quite the same, we are going compute the four-point function of the non-local form R in Fourier space
(for more details, see Appendix A). A well-organized computation is provided by Teruaki Suyama
and Masahide Yamaguchi [23]. In the paper, the terms with first-order fNL vanished since they are
consisted with the three-point functions of the Gaussian variable. Thus, we would like to include the
next parameters gNL now. Like before, we are allowed to compute up to linear order of the parameters
only. This is because the squared parameters and higher-orders are tiny compared to the leading term
and hence negligible. The result is〈
R( ~k1)R( ~k2)R( ~k3)R( ~k4)

〉
=(2π)3

{
δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2)δ(3)( ~k3 + ~k4)PR(| ~k1|)PR(| ~k3|) + perm(2, 3, 4)

}
+ (2π)3δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3 + ~k4)

{
54

25
gNL

[
PR(| ~k1|)PR(| ~k2|)PR(| ~k3|) + perm(1, 2, 3, 4)

]
+ τNL

[
PR(| ~k3|)PR(| ~k4|)

[
PR(| ~k1 + ~k3|) + PR(| ~k1 + ~k4|)

]
+ perm(1, 2, 3, 4)

]}
.

(7.0.1)

The nonlinear parameter τNL is introduced to present the contribution of the third term. As done
with the bispectrum, we would like to measure those nonlinear parameters for the PDF correction.
But, the contributions from those three terms in the formula are mixed. Hence, we need to find a
way to investigate them separately. Since we have the freedom to choose the configuration of those
four mode vectors of trispectrum, we will consider some configurations by which we can investigate
the terms separately. As mentioned before, the power spectrum peaks when the norm of the mode
vector approaches zero. This means each term on the right side of the equation peaks at a different
limit. Therefore, we can measure and study each contribution separately.

For convenience, we would like to define the magnitude of the four-point function associated with
the mode vectors, the trispectrum, as〈

R( ~k1)R( ~k2)R( ~k3)R( ~k4)
〉

= (2π)3δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3 + ~k4)TR(| ~k1|, | ~k2|, | ~k3|, | ~k4|). (7.0.2)

First of all, the four-point function holds some value only if all of the mode vectors sum to null vector.
Namely, they form a quadrilateral (see Figure 11). This came from the fact that the four-point is
required to be a homogeneous function over x-space; it holds the same value despite the position on
CMB map. Next, we are going to investigate the limits where each term peaks [41]. If we consider
the limit where one of the mode vector is tiny compared to others, the most contribution comes from
the term with gNL. In this limit, the first and third term are neglected by the constraint of delta
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functions and a sufficiently small value. Therefore, the parameter can be estimate from the formula4:

54

25
gNL =

TR(| ~k1|, | ~k2|, | ~k3|, | ~k4|)
PR(| ~k1|)[PR(| ~k2|)PR(| ~k3|) + perm(2, 3, 4)

, (7.0.3)

where | ~k2|, | ~k3|, | ~k4| � |~k1| −→ 0 in this squeezed limit. On another hand, the term with τNL peaks at
the small diagonal limit. In this limit, one of the quadrilateral diagonal lines is squeezed in causing the
power spectrum to peak (see Figure 11). For instance, PR(| ~k1 + ~k3|) peaks when | ~k1 + ~k3| −→ 0. Now,
the other terms are tiny regarding the second term and hence negligible. Therefore, the parameter
can be computed from the following formula

τNL =
TR(| ~k1|, | ~k2|, | ~k3|, | ~k4|)

PR(| ~k3|)PR(| ~k4|)PR(| ~k1 + ~k3|) + perm(2, 3, 4)
. (7.0.4)

(a) The squeezed trispectrum (b) The small diagonal trispectrum

Figure 11: The quadrilateral of the trispectrum mode vectors at the peak limits. The subfigure (a) present the
squeezed trispectrum correspond to peak of the term with gNL. In the subfigure (b), the trispectrum is at small
diagonal limit correspond to peak of τNL term.

In addition, this parameter has another interesting feature other than being a part of the correction.
That is, a large group of the inflationary models can be eliminated by the measurement of τNL. Suppose
all single-field models are ruled out from the violation of (6.0.12), there is still a huge number of multi-
field models that are theoretically allowed. To specify the exact model, it would be nice to scope down
even more. The study shows that the parameters τNL and fNL are related via the Suyama-Yamaguchi
inequality [23]:

τNL ≥
(6

5
fNL

)2
. (7.0.5)

This is also known as the multi-field consistency relation. In other words, the leading contribution
of the non-Gaussianity comes from the four-point function rather than the three-point function. The

minimum case where τNL =
(

6
5fNL

)2
corresponds to the single-field scenario (see Appendix A). In

2011, the relation is generalized by Naonori S. Sugiyama, Eiichiro Komatsu and Toshifumi Futamase
[25]. In summary, we have another relation to test inflation. When the condition is violated, the model
is no longer valid if it assumes the following: First, the source of primordial fluctuation comes from the
field disturbance only. Secondly, the individual mode of fluctuations that exited the horizon is scale-
invariant and Gaussian distributed. Lastly, the overall deviation from Gaussian statistics must be
small so that the perturbative approach to non-Gaussianity is allowed. Also, the leading contribution
of it must be the power series ansatz (5.0.5). Just to remind the readers, these are the conditions
imposed along in the discussion until now, from the source of fluctuations to the computation of

4To be precise, there is mixed contribution from the τNL term in this limit as well, but in a predictable fashion.
Hence, the formula is not exact but the idea is roughly along this line. A full description about it is provided in [41].
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non-Gaussianity. To be precise, most of these assumptions are the mechanisms provided naturally by
inflation. Thus, there is a chance that it is not where the primordial fluctuation originates from if the
relation is falsified.

Similar to the single-field theorem, these parameters on each side, fNL and τNL in this case, can
be measured from separate methods. Thus, this consistency relation can be judged by comparing
these separately measured parameters. Also, we are interested in the violation of it. For instance, the
models where field fluctuations are the only source of non-Gaussianity will be ruled out. The paper
[25] also mentioned a lot more mechanisms that might be ruled out by the violation. Thus, this has
the potential to rule out a large class of multi-field model with the mentioned mechanisms. Recent
measurement by Planck satellite provided gNL = (−5.8± 6.5)× 104 with 68% CL., statistically. Also,
we have already mentioned the measurement of fNL = −0.9 ± 5.1 with the same confidence level of
the error bar. With this measurement, the parameter τNL is expected to be equal to or greater than
16 approximately.
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8. The Higher n-point Functions

As we have mentioned in section 5, the perturbation function f(Rg) reflects the additional fea-
tures in the true model. Here, the form of perturbation function corresponds to the feature of interest.
Previously, we are interested in the power-law potential and investigate the power-law form of the
perturbation. We have computed the correction terms up to fourth-order (the four-point function).
One could stop here by assuming that the parameters converge at sufficiently high-order of pertur-
bation. This is normally the case of the potential with power-law form in the Lagrangian. However,
there are cases where the parameters do not converge in high-order. For example, the case where the
perturbation f(Rg) is a periodic function, like sine and cosine. To have a visible periodic behaviour,
one must keep numerous, if not all, terms of the Taylor expansion. The case exists if we include the
axion5 in our theory. This is because axion has a sinusoidal potential which will give the non-Gaussian
signature as a sinusoidal form (see Figure 12) [26, 27]. Besides, all of the odd-order point functions
vanished. This is because the PDF curve is still symmetric about its zero mean as shown in Figure
12. This means the parameter fNL will be measured as zero even if the PDF is perturbed.

Figure 12: The probability density function curve when the perturbation term is a sine function. Based on the
perturbative method, this is the kind of non-Gaussianity that requires a large number of n-point functions to
capture, which is inefficient if even possible.

For the reasons mentioned above, this kind of non-Gaussianity obviously cannot be characterized
with the two-, three- or four-point functions, which are the furthest measurable data until now.
This is because the accuracy is not enough to probe higher n-point functions. Generally speaking,
we measure the n-point function by counting the group of n data points with equal temperature
separated by specific distances. Since the number of data points is limited, the higher order of n-
point function we probe, the fewer data to measure. Namely, for finite data points, one can form less
groups of n data points when n is bigger. For instance, there are more pairs of points to measure
the two-point function than groups of three points to measure the three-point function in the CMB
map (See Figure 13). For this reason, the current data is not enough to justify the acceptable value
of higher n-point functions. It would require more investments and higher technologies to measure
enough n-point functions for this non-Gaussianity characterization. Thus, we are constrained by the
power of satellites and observatories. Also, the computation of the higher n-point function seems to
be more complicated. For the above reasons, the set of low n-point functions may not be suited to

5Axion is a hypothetical particle proposed to resolve a problem in quantum chromodynamics (QCD).
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some classes of non-Gaussian signatures, like the sine function mentioned above. Hence, one might be
tempted to find alternative methods that also can reveal the full PDF of the CMB fluctuations.

Just to mention one such statistical estimator, the Minkowski functional is a direct probe to the
full PDF, which is model-independent [42]. The functional returns a specific real number for the
corresponding form of PDF. Namely, the functional return a real number for a Gaussian PDF and a
different number for a non-Gaussian PDF. The returned number is measurable and is used to justify
the exact form of the PDF. However, there is no certain answer until now. This is one of the open
questions that are currently active in the field of study.

Figure 13: Illustration of the n-point functions probe on the CMB sky. Broadly speaking, it would require n
separated pixels in the temperature map to form a group of data. For instance, the two-point function requires
2 data points and the three-point function requires 3 data points in this picture. Generally, more groups of data
mean high accuracy and the measurement will be more acceptable. Thus, the estimation of the n-point functions
will be less justifiable by increasing n for finite data points.
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9. Conclusion

In this project, we discussed the statistics of the CMB temperature fluctuations and how they
relate to the physics of inflation. The discussion opened up with some background and motivation
for the inflationary model of the very early universe. Then, we describe the physics that drove this
era. We argue that the form of CMB temperature fluctuations is evidence of the density fluctuations
in inflation. Thus, the statistics of the fluctuations is a perfect window into the physics of inflation.
This came from the fact that the form of probability density function (PDF) of the fluctuations is
determined by the action of it. By knowing the full PDF of the CMB fluctuations, one can write the
full action of the matter component in inflation. At the starting point, the simplest model proposed a
scalar field, the inflaton, that drives inflation. The study shows that this simplest model gives normally
distributed fluctuations to the CMB.

The observations [6] seem to confirm the prediction from the simplest model but also allow for
small deviations. Hence, the actual model might not be so simple as proposed. This hypothesis is
well-motivated since we expect the theory to be more complicated at very high energy. Since inflation
occurs when the space is very tight, the energy density must indeed be very high. For the sake of
comparison, the lower-bound energy scale of inflation is significantly greater than the collisions at
LHC. Thus, detection of non-Gaussianity could lead to the discovery of new physics that cannot be
achieved by any particle colliders nowadays. Besides, there are still many aspects of inflation that
remain uncertain until now. One of the fundamental questions discussed in this project is “how many
fields are active during inflation?”. The finding of the departure from normal distribution might be
able to fix those fundamental aspects, or at least gives some clues about it. This overall initiates the
study of non-Gaussianity of the CMB fluctuations to learn more about inflation.

To study the small departure from Gaussian distribution, we applied the perturbation theory to
its PDF. Normally, the odd-order n-point correlation functions vanish for the Gaussian distribution.
Hence, a certain detection of those functions indicates some deviation from it. For example, a non-zero
three-point function introduces skewness to the distribution (see Figure 8). In this context, the n-point
correlation functions serve as corrections to the PDF. Therefore, they are the things to measure from
the observations. Here, we showed the theoretical formulae of these functions based on the aspect
of interest, i.e. a power series interaction. In this case, the three- and four-point functions can be
written in terms of two-point functions. We can use these formulae to determine the correction term
from the measured correlation functions. We also learn that these functions have their peak limits at
which they are probed, for instance, the squeezed limit (see section 6). Furthermore, these functions
are related to the fundamental aspects of the inflationary model as mention before. The magnitude
of the three-point function can justify if the single-field models are valid or not. This is the so-called
single-field consistency relation. A large enough signal of this function has the potential to exclude
all single-field models from the candidates. Another noteworthy relation is the multi-field consistency
relation. The relation states that the magnitude of the four-point function can be used to test the
process of generating fluctuations during inflation. Again, the violation of this relation can exclude
a large class of multi-field models that generate the fluctuations via the processes mentioned in this
statement.

Finally, we explained that the higher n-point function is hard to achieve both in theoretical and
observational ways. In the context of perturbation theory, it will require a lot of n-point functions
to characterize some forms of deviation from the Gaussian, for example, the sine function. This is
because we need to keep the power-law expansion terms up to sufficiently large order for the periodic
behaviour of it, hence many correction terms are essential. Unfortunately, the highest n-point function
that we could probe nowadays is the four-point function due to the observational limit. Until now,
not only the measured n-point functions are not enough to characterize this form of deviation, none
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of the measurements is good enough to confirm the existence of non-Gaussianity in general. However,
since the idea is so well-motivated from the mentioned reasons, there might be other forms of the
departure that cannot be observed via the three- and four-point functions. Hence, the existence of
those departures cannot be confirmed via the correlation functions measured by the surveys up until
now. Hence, a new approach to reveal the actual statistics is convincing.

Soon, many surveys promise to deliver the CMB data with more accuracy. One of the collaborations
is the CMB-S4 [43], which is a group of ground-based telescopes distributed around the globe. This
will help to remove the contamination of other galactic objects, which is promising for more accurate
results. Another approach to the statistics of the primordial fluctuations is the large-scale structure,
which refers to the universe’s configuration in a scale much larger than an individual galaxy, e.g., a
cluster of galaxies. As mentioned in the introduction, the fluctuations observed in the CMB map
also seed the structure formation, thus the statistics of the CMB is also reflected in the statistics
of the large-scale structure. Although the data from this approach is very complicated to analyse,
the data map will be three-dimensional in return. Unlike the CMB map, which is two-dimensional,
the statistics in this map might reveal some new information about the primordial fluctuations and
lead to more understanding of the physics during inflation. One of the projects that can achieve this
generous kind of data is the Square Kilometre Array (SKA) project [44]. With more accurate data in
the future, physicists can learn more about our universe at a very early time and physics at a high
energy scale.
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Appendix A. Computation of the Four-point Func-
tion

We will go through the computation of the four-point function to obtain the result in section 7
in the single field scenario. The procedures and ideas are quite the same as the three-point function
computed in the section 5. That is, we assume that the source of fluctuations is the inflaton disturbance
only, each mode of fluctuations exited the horizon being scale-invariant and Gaussian and the power-
law perturbation terms are the leading contribution to the non-Gaussianity (see section 4). First, let
us recall the perturbed variables (5.0.5):

R(~x) = Rg(~x) +
3

5
fNL(R2

g(~x)−
〈
R2
g(~x)

〉
) +

9

25
gNLR3

g(~x) + . . . , (A.1)

and in Fourier space (5.0.6):

R(~k) =Rg(~k) +
3

5
fNL

∫
d3k′

(2π)3

[
Rg(~k′)Rg(~k − ~k′)−

〈
Rg(~k′)Rg(~k − ~k′)

〉]
+

9

25
gNL

∫
d3k′

(2π)3

∫
d3k′′

(2π)3

[
Rg(~k′′)Rg(~k′)Rg(~k − ~k′ − ~k′′)

]
+ . . . . (A.2)

Here, we keep the perturbation terms up to the parameter gNL because the term with first-order fNL
will vanish in the computation that will be shown shortly. Next, we obtain the four-point function by
computing the correlation between four distinct duplicated of this variable:〈
R( ~k1)R( ~k2)R( ~k3)R( ~k4)

〉
=
〈
Rg( ~k1)Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3R( ~k4))

〉
+

9

25
gNL

[〈 ∫ d3k′1
(2π)3

∫
d3k′′1
(2π)3

[
Rg( ~k1

′′
)Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
− ~k1

′′
)Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3)Rg( ~k4)

〉
+ perm.

]
+

9

25
f2
NL

[〈 ∫ d3k′1
(2π)3

∫
d3k′2
(2π)3

[
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)−

〈
Rg( ~k1

′
)Rg( ~k1 − ~k1

′
)
〉]

[
Rg( ~k2

′
)Rg( ~k2 − ~k2

′
)−

〈
Rg( ~k2

′
)Rg( ~k2 − ~k2

′
)
〉]
Rg( ~k3)Rg( ~k4)

〉
+ perm.

]
.

If one follows the multiplication above, one can see that the term with first-order fNL consists of prod-
ucts of three-point of Gaussian variable. Hence, the term vanishes and leaves the main contribution
to gNL and f2

NL. For neatness, each term will be computed separately.
We will start with the first term, which is the four-point function of the Gaussian variables.

As usual, we can expand it into products of two-point functions via the Wick’s theorem. Then,
the functions can be substituted by the definition of the power spectrum (5.0.8):

〈
Rg(~k)Rg(~k′)

〉
=

(2π)3δ(3)(~k + ~k′)PR(|~k|). Thus, the first term becomes〈
Rg( ~k1)Rg( ~k2)Rg( ~k3R( ~k4))

〉
= (2π)3

{
δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2)δ(3)( ~k3 + ~k4)PR(| ~k1|)PR(| ~k3|) + perm(2, 3, 4)

}
.

In terms of new implication, this contribution is not what we are interested in. This is because it will
have some non-zero value only when the quadrilateral of mode vectors degenerate to two-line or the
small diagonal limit as shown in Figure 11. But, the third term peaks at that limit as mentioned in
section 7. Thus, even in the scenario where the term holds some value, it is insignificant compared to
other terms anyway.
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Next is the gNL term. Since the terms repeat themselves with permuted ~k, we will compute one of
the permutation term only. It can be simplified as following: First, we expand the six-point function in
the integral by using the Wick’s Theorem. Then, it becomes products of power spectra. By integrating
all terms, the end result is

one in the second term = 6(2π)3δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3 + ~k4)PR(| ~k2|)PR(| ~k3|)PR(| ~k4|).

The last one is the terms with f2
NL. Here, the procedures repeat from the previous one. By

considering one of the permutation terms, we expands the six-point function via Wick’s Theorem.
The negative two-point functions will cancel out some of the terms. Then, we further simplify the

expression and integrate ~k1
′

and ~k1
′′

out. The result yields

one in the third term = 4(2π)3δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3 + ~k4)PR(| ~k3|)PR(| ~k4|)
[
PR(| ~k1 + ~k3|) + PR(| ~k1 + ~k4|)

]
.

By combining all individual results, the four-point function is〈
R( ~k1)R( ~k2)R( ~k3)R( ~k4)

〉
=(2π)3

{
δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2)δ(3)( ~k3 + ~k4)PR(| ~k1|)PR(| ~k3|) + perm(2, 3, 4)

}
+ (2π)3δ(3)( ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3 + ~k4)

{
54

25
gNL

[
PR(| ~k1|)PR(| ~k2|)PR(| ~k3|) + perm(1, 2, 3, 4)

]
+

36

25
f2
NL

[
PR(| ~k3|)PR(| ~k4|)

[
PR(| ~k1 + ~k3|) + PR(| ~k1 + ~k4|)

]
+ perm(1, 2, 3, 4)

]}
.

The results here is the same one as (7.0.1) but for the single-field model only. The peak limits of
it are discussed in the section 7 where the multi-field consistency (7.0.5) arises. In this case, the

parameter τNL is at its minimum, τNL =
(

6
5fNL

)2
. In the multi-field scenarios, it is more intuitive to

compute via the δN -formalism [23–25]. The computation there will give the multi-field consistency

relation (7.0.5): τNL ≥
(

6
5fNL

)2
. The relation implies that the parameter in multi-field scenarios can

become greater than the case of single-field computed here. The importance of this relation have been
discussed in the section 7.
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