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Quantum vacuum instability of ‘“‘eternal” de Sitter space
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The Euclidean or Bunch-Davies O(4, 1) invariant state for quantum fields in global de Sitter space is
shown to be unstable to small perturbations, even for a massive free field with no self-interactions. There
are perturbations of this state with energy density that is arbitrarily small at early times, is exponentially
blueshifted in the contracting phase of “eternal” de Sitter space, and becomes large enough to disturb the
classical geometry through the semi-classical Einstein equations at later times. In the closely analogous
case of a constant, uniform electric field, a time symmetric state equivalent to the de Sitter invariant one is
constructed, which is also not a stable vacuum state under perturbations. The role of a quantum anomaly in
the growth of perturbations and symmetry breaking is emphasized in both cases. In de Sitter space, the
same results are obtained either directly from the renormalized stress tensor of a massive scalar field, or for
massless conformal fields of any spin, more directly from the effective action and stress tensor associated
with the conformal trace anomaly. The anomaly stress tensor shows that states invariant under the O(4)
subgroup of the de Sitter group are also unstable to perturbations of lower spatial symmetry, implying that
both the O(4, 1) isometry group and its O(4) subgroup are broken by quantum fluctuations. Potential

consequences of this result for cosmology and the problem of vacuum energy are discussed.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.89.104039

I. VACUUM STATES IN DE SITTER SPACE

The existence of a ground state as the state of lowest
energy is fundamental to all quantum mechanical systems.
For quantum field theory (QFT) in flat Minkowski space-
time, the vacuum state is defined as the eigenstate of
the Hamiltonian operator of the system with the lowest
eigenvalue. The existence of a Hamiltonian generator of
time translational symmetry, with a non-negative eigen-
value spectrum, bounded from below is crucial to the
existence and determination of the vacuum ground state.

This definition of the vacuum in flat spacetime makes use
of an essential property of the Poincaré group, namely that
positive and negative (particle and antiparticle) halves of the
Hamiltonian spectrum do not mix, remaining distinct under
any of the continuous generators of the group. Hence the
vacuum state in flat space QFT is the same for all inertial
frames related to each other by translations, rotations and
Lorentz boosts, and the vacuum enjoys complete invariance
under Poincaré symmetry.

As is well known, none of these properties hold in a
general curved spacetime, in time-dependent background
fields, nor even in flat spacetime under general coordinate
transformations which are not Poincaré symmetries. In
these circumstances the definitions of “vacuum” and
“particles” become much more subtle. Related to this,
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whereas the infinite zero point energy associated with the
QFT vacuum may be disregarded as unobservable in flat
space QFT, the energy of the quantum vacuum in curved
spacetime cannot be neglected when the coupling to gravity
is taken into account.

These issues come to the fore in the important special
case of de Sitter space, the classical spacetime with a
positive cosmological constant A > 0, which itself may be
regarded as a vacuum energy density uniformly curving
space. The geodesically complete full de Sitter manifold
may be represented as a single sheeted hyperboloid of
revolution embedded in five dimensional flat Minkowski
spacetime, cf. Fig. 1 [1]. It has the isometry group O(4, 1)
with 10 continuous symmetry generators, the same number
as the Poincaré group of Minkowski space, and the
maximal number possible for any solution of the vacuum
Einstein field equations in 4 spacetime dimensions. This
maximal symmetry is evident from the constant and
uniform Riemann curvature tensor and Ricci scalar of de
Sitter space, which are respectively,

R, = H*(6°.8°; — 640 ,), (1.1a)
R4, = 3H?5%, = A&, (1.1b)
R = 12H? = 4A. (1.1c)

A natural attempt to generalize the QFT vacuum of flat
space to de Sitter space makes use of this geometrical
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FIG. 1 (color online). The de Sitter manifold represented as a
single sheeted hyperboloid of revolution about the T = X°
axis, embedded in five dimensional flat spacetime (X°,X%),
a=1,...4, in which the X', X?> coordinates are suppressed.
The hypersurfaces at constant T = X° = H~!sinh u are three-
spheres, S*. The S3 at T = +co are denoted by /.

symmetry of de Sitter space to define the de Sitter invariant
“vacuum” |v) as the state possessing the same maximal
O(4, 1) symmetry in the Hilbert space of states. Introduced
by Chernikov and Tagirov (CT) [2], this state is commonly
known also as the Bunch-Davies (BD) state [3,4], or the
Euclidean vacuum, because its Green’s functions are those
obtained by analytic continuation from the Euclidean S$*, at
least for massive fields where no obvious infrared issues
arise [5].

It is important to recognize that unlike in flat space, the
construction of the CTBD state is not based on diagonal-
ization of any Hamiltonian nor any minimization of energy.
In fact no suitable Hamiltonian operator with a spectrum
bounded from below exists at all in de Sitter space, even for
free QFT. In the globally complete coordinates of the de
Sitter hyperboloid,

ds® = H2(—du® + cosh?u d?), (1.2)
with
d¥? = dN - dN = dy?* + sinydi - dit
= dy? + sin’y(d6* + sin*0d¢?), (1.3)
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the standard round metric on S°, the de Sitter metric is
dependent on the time u. Thus translation in u is not a
symmetry of de Sitter space and the generator of u time
translations is not conserved. As a consequence, the vacuum
defined by Hamiltonian diagonalization at one instant of u
time will contain particles at any other « time. This is equally
true in the flat spatial slicing of de Sitter space

ds* = —d7*> + 2M7dx - dx, (1.4)
used most frequently in cosmology, which is similarly
dependent on the time 7.

The nonexistence of a conserved Hamiltonian generator
bounded from below in de Sitter space is a consequence
of the de Sitter symmetry group O(4, 1) itself. Unlike the
Poincaré group, any de Sitter symmetry generator chosen
for the role of the Hamiltonian has a spectrum of both
positive and negative eigenvalues which are mixed by the
action of other generators of the group [6]. One of the
four noncompact Lorentz boost generators of the O(4, 1)
symmetry group may be selected (arbitrarily) as the
Hamiltonian of the system, generating time translations
t — t+ At in the static coordinates of de Sitter space,
where the line element takes the form

dr?
1 — H?*?
+ r2(d6? + sin’0 d¢p?).

ds> = —(1 — H*>r?)dt* +
(1.5)

In these coordinates the geometry is independent of the
time . However the event horizon at r = H~! relative to the
origin r = 0 is now manifest, and the static coordinates
cover only one quarter of the full de Sitter manifold. The
Killing symmetry /0t is not globally timelike, and changes
its orientation from one quadrant to another, as may be seen
from the Carter-Penrose conformal diagram of de Sitter
space: Fig. 2. A direct consequence of this is that the
corresponding Hamiltonian symmetry generator across any
complete Cauchy surface is not positive definite, but rather
unbounded from below, as Lorentz boosts are. Hence its
eigenstates or expectation values cannot be used to select a
global minimum energy vacuum state. The choice of /0t is
also arbitrary and the separation into positive and negative
energies with respect to 9/ 0t is noninvariant under de Sitter
group transformations. The particle concept is likewise
affected, as the CTBD de Sitter invariant vacuum state |0)
is actually a state with a thermal distribution of particles with
respect to the Killing Hamiltonian generator 0, of (1.5) with
the Hawking de Sitter temperature [7],

hH

Ty = ,
" 27TkB

(1.6)

and in that sense is not a vacuum state at all.
The horizon and causal structure of de Sitter space raises
the question of how a vacuum state can be prepared
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FIG. 2 (color online). The Carter-Penrose conformal diagram
for de Sitter space, in which light rays emanating from any point
are at 45°, and the angular coordinates 6, ¢ are suppressed. The
quarter of the diagram labeled as the static region is covered by
the static coordinates of (1.5). The orbits of the static time Killing
field 9/0t, r =0 and curves of constant » > 0 are shown. In
contrast, the surfaces of the constant u time coordinate in (1.2)
are horizontal straight lines across the diagram with y € [0, z].
The label on the right is the conformal time coordinate
n=sin~!(tanh u) € (—%,%). The coordinate u ranges from
—o0 to +oo at past (/_) and future (/, ) infinity, respectively.

operationally, even in principle. Inspection of the con-
formal diagram in Fig. 2 shows that points on a Cauchy
surface at uy < 0 with widely different N (for example at
x = 0 and its antipodal point ¥ = 7) could never have been
linked by any causal signal in the past. As the initial time u,,
is taken earlier and earlier, this causal disconnection affects
more and more of the initial # = uy Cauchy surface. Since
past infinity /_ is spacelike, as uy — —oo in this limit no
two different points on S* could have been in any causal
contact whatsoever. Thus any global initial data on S3,
including that necessary to construct the CTBD state |v)
cannot have been provided at any initial time u, < 0 by any
causal process within de Sitter space itself. Instead initial
data has simply to be posited over the full spacelike S°, at
points outside of the causal horizon of any local agent who
might have prepared it at early times. This is equivalent to
the existence of a particle horizon [1], and is completely
unlike that of flat Minkowski spacetime, where Cauchy
data on a fixed time slice t = const may be prepared in
principle by transmitting signals causally from a single
point early enough in the past. The existence of horizons
and the absence of a global time coordinate connected with
any symmetry reveal the essential difficulties with defining
a global vacuum state for QFT in eternal de Sitter space.
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They also imply that the mathematical requirement of
global de Sitter invariance cannot be realized by any local
physics within de Sitter space itself, requiring instead an
acausal fine tuning of initial data at spacelike past infinity /_,
with a view to the entire future manifold, which is presumed to
be known in advance in order to specify a globally O(4, 1)
invariant state. Although maximal O(4,1) symmetry may
seem natural mathematically, or by analytic continuation from
the Euclidean S* where no causal relations apply, it is quite
unnatural with respect to the physical principles of locality
and causality in real time, as well as lacking any de Sitter
invariant Hamiltonian minimization principle.

For these reasons it is important to study the sensitivity
of physical quantities in de Sitter space to fluctuations and/
or perturbations of states away from precisely the ‘right’
one for global O(4,1) invariance, rather than simply
assuming this symmetry. The calculation of the imaginary
part of the effective action of a simple scalar QFT in de
Sitter space due to particle creation [8,9] already shows that de
Sitter space is unstable to spontaneous creation of particle
pairs from the vacuum, just as is an ‘eternal’ uniform electric
field E = EZ permeating all of space [10]. This electric field
analogy and the close relation between fluctuations and
dissipation in any causal theory suggests that the ‘shorting
of the vacuum’ should result in the classical energy of de Sitter
space converting itself into standard matter and radiation, thus
providing a route to a dynamical solution to the cosmological
‘constant’ problem [11,12].

As in electrodynamics, interactions in de Sitter space are
certainly relevant to understanding of the detailed evolution
and final state, particularly since spontaneous pair creation
should be accompanied by induced emission processes
which can create an avalanche of particles that will
inevitably interact and thermalize, leading to the final
dissipation of vacuum energy into matter and radiation.
A fuller understanding of these nonequilibrium processes
may well lead to a satisfactory resolution of the cosmo-
logical “constant” problem, and be relevant to observatio-
nal cosmology through the residual dark energy in the
present epoch [11,12]. However, this dynamics has not
been fully solved in four dimensions even in flat space
electrodynamics. Moreover a number of questions persist
about QFT in de Sitter space, even in the noninteracting
case, and these should be settled definitively first, because
they depend through the energy-momentum-stress tensor
T,, only upon the universal coupling to the gravitational
field, independently of any matter self-interactions.

In the preceding paper [9], we focused on the instability
of global de Sitter space to particle creation, delineating in
particular the close analogy to the Schwinger calculation
of the decay rate per unit volume of a constant, uniform
electric field permeating all of space [10]. In this paper we
study the behavior of the renormalized energy-momentum
tensor (7,;) of QFT under perturbations of the |v) state to
nearby states of lower symmetry, without regard to particle

104039-3



PAUL R. ANDERSON AND EMIL MOTTOLA

definitions. In the expanding part of de Sitter space u > 0
of (1.2) or in the Poincaré coordinates of flat spatial
sections (1.4), it has been shown that in a fixed de Sitter
background, the expectation value (7T',;,) for a scalar field
with effective mass M? = m?> + R > 0 approaches the
O(4,1) de Sitter invariant value at late times, for all
spatially homogeneous UV allowed perturbations [13].
Calculations including the backreaction of the perturba-
tions of the stress tensor on the de Sitter metric have also
been done, with similar results [14,15]. Physically this
result may seem intuitively obvious, since all deviations from
the expectation value in the de Sitter invariant state |v) are
redshifted in the de Sitter expansion and vanish in the
u — oo limit. Since global or ‘eternal’ de Sitter space is time
reversal invariant, the attractor behavior in the expanding
phase implies just the opposite behavior under time reversal in
the contracting phase. That is, very small changes in the initial
state in the very distant past u, — —oo of eternal de Sitter
space with initially very small (T',;,) must necessarily produce
larger and larger effects in (7',,) as the contraction proceeds
towards u = 0. This is just the case where the aforementioned
issues with causality at spacelike /_ arise, and this sensitivity
to initial conditions at /_ is the source of the instability.

By studying the general behavior of the renormalized
(T,;,) in states with lower symmetry, we show in this paper
that the CTBD de Sitter invariant state |v) is unstable, in the
sense that there is a large class of initial state perturbations
which have exponentially small energy density in the
infinite past uy — —oco but which grow large enough
through exponential blueshifting proportional to a™*,
where a = H~! cosh u is the scale factor in (1.2), to exceed
the classical background energy A/8zG and hence sig-
nificantly disturb the de Sitter geometry at u = 0. In fact,
there are such states with (7', larger than it for any fixed
finite value at u = 0.

This extreme sensitivity to initial conditions as uy — —oo
implies that O(4, 1) de Sitter invariance is broken, and the
spacetime will generally depart from de Sitter space when
the backreaction of (T ,;,) of any matter or radiation on the
geometry is taken into account, through the semiclassical
Einstein equations,

a R a a a

R h_Eé b+A5h:8ﬂ'G<T h>R’ (17)
and quite apart from any matter self-interactions or higher
loop effects. Although in a fixed de Sitter background the
energy density of spatially homogeneous perturbations will
begin to decrease again for u > 0, perturbations of the
CTBD state and their backreaction through (1.7) will have
already drastically altered the geometry in the contracting
phase and broken the de Sitter symmetry by u =0,
rendering further evolution ignoring backreaction moot.
This large backreaction of the energy-momentum tensor for
perturbations of the CTBD state is independent of any
definition of particles.
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Although for definiteness we study this growth of (7',;)
explicitly in a scalar field theory, the result is clearly much
more general. A very useful tool for characterizing the
behavior of the stress tensor in any coordinates is the one-
loop effective action of the trace anomaly and the stress
tensor derived from it [16—18]. The nonlocal form of this
effective action, cf. (5.1) already indicates infrared de Sitter
breaking effects, and sensitivity to initial and/or boundary
conditions for conformal QFTs of any spin. The corre-
sponding stress tensor may be found in closed form in de
Sitter space in any coordinates by solving a classical, linear
Eq. (5.6) for a scalar condensate effective field, whose
solutions necessarily break de Sitter invariance, and allow
wide classes of initial state perturbations for fields of any
spin to be surveyed at once. Because de Sitter space is
conformally flat, this anomaly stress tensor is a complete
description of the full QFT stress tensor for conformal
fields linearized around the CTBD state |v) at all length
scales much larger than the Planck length Lp;,, where
semiclassical methods should apply [15].

The a* blueshifting of the energy density of even
massive fields to eventually ultrarelativistic behavior shows
that the conformal anomaly stress tensor is relevant for
long time evolution even if the underlying QFT is not
conformally invariant. When the scalar perturbations are
spatially inhomogeneous new effects may also become
apparent. In Ref. [15] we studied spatially inhomgeneous
scalar perturbations in linear response of conformal QFTs
around de Sitter space and found a class of gauge invariant
perturbations, which do not redshift away but instead give
diverging energy-momentum components at r = H~! in
static coordinates (1.5). These may be interpreted as
fluctuations in the Hawking de Sitter temperature (1.6)
at the de Sitter horizon with respect to some arbitrary but
fixed choice of origin, and clearly respect only rotational
O(3) invariance around r = 0 and static time ¢ translational
invariance. This result suggests that fluctuations on the
horizon scale H~' may produce significant backreaction in
de Sitter space, and that the O(4, 1) symmetry is unstable
to such spatially inhomogeneous scalar fluctuations in the
Hawking de Sitter temperature [19]. Tensor perturbations
have been studied recently in [20].

Using the anomaly form of T, we shall show that there
is even greater sensitivity to spatially inhomogeneous non-
O(4) invariant initial data in the distant past uy — —oo of
global de Sitter space, so that O(4) invariance is broken as
well as the full O(4, 1) de Sitter invariance. This strongly
suggests that spatial inhomogeneities are more important in
QFT in de Sitter space than previously suspected, support-
ing the results of [15]. Such spatially inhomogeneous
perturbations clearly are relevant even in the expanding
Poincaré patch (1.4). The interesting questions of the
behavior of the stress tensor in states of lower symmetry,
such as the O(3) symmetry evident in static coordinates
(1.5), and consequences for spatially inhomogeneous
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cosmologies will be taken up in future publications. An
accompanying and closely related paper gives a fuller
treatment of the instability of global de Sitter space to
particle creation [9].

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we
construct the time symmetric invariant state analogous to the
CTBD state in de Sitter space, in the case of a uniform,
constant electric field background E = EZ, and show that it
also is unstable to perturbations for which the mean current
(j.) grows with time. This growth of the current and
breaking of background symmetries can be understood by
consideration of a quantum anomaly, in this case the chiral
anomaly of massless fields in two spacetime dimensions.
The reader interested primarily in de Sitter space proper may
skip this section upon first reading and proceed directly to
Sec. III where we begin discussion of the CTBD state and
general states of O(4) symmetry in de Sitter space. In
Sec. IV we construct the renormalized expectation value of
the stress tensor of a massive scalar field with conformal
coupling £ = % in general O(4) invariant states in the global
hyperboloid coordinates (1.2) of de Sitter space, and
explicitly exhibit the class of states with large backreaction
atu = 0.In Sec. V we consider the effective action and stress
tensor associated with the trace anomaly of conformal fields
in de Sitter space and show how the strong infrared effects,
sensitivity to initial conditions, and breaking of de Sitter
symmetry is inherent in the conformal anomaly for QFTs of
any spin. In Sec. VI we extend the analysis of the anomaly
stress tensor to states of lower than O(4) symmetry, showing
that these spatially inhomogeneous perturbations grow even
more rapidly to larger values at u = 0 than O(4) symmetric
states. Section VII contains our conclusions and a discussion
of their possible consequences for cosmology and the
problem of cosmological vacuum energy.

II. CONSTANT UNIFORM ELECTRIC FIELD:
INVARIANT STATE AND INSTABILITY

A. Time Symmetric Invariant State

The example of a charged quantum field in the back-
ground of a constant uniform electric field has many
similarities with the de Sitter case. Although this problem
has been considered by many authors [10,21-27], the
existence of a time symmetric state analogous to the
CTBD state in de Sitter space does not appear to have
received previous attention, and is particularly relevant to
our study of vacuum states in de Sitter space, so we
consider this case first in some detail.

Analogous to choosing global time-dependent coordi-
nates (1.2) in de Sitter space, one may choose the time-
dependent gauge,

A=A =A, =0,

, @2.1)

in which to describe a fixed constant and uniform electric
field E = EZ in the z direction. Treating the electric field as

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

a classical background field analogous to the classical
gravitational field of de Sitter space, the wave equation of a
non-self-interacting complex scalar field ® is

[—(0, — ieA,) (0" — ieA*) + m* | =0  (2.2)
in the classical electromagnetic potential (2.1).

The solutions of (2.2) may be decomposed into Fourier
modes ® ~ e®X £, () with

L+ R0 ) =0 23

where the frequency function @y (¢) is defined by

2
k(1) = [(k. + eEr) + 1+ m?t = V2eE\ |5+ A

2.4)
We have defined the dimensionless variables,
2 K+ m?
=/—(k Et), l=—E—"—" >0, 2.5
u eE( 2+ eEr) 2¢E - 2.5)

and chosen the sign of eE to be positive without loss of
generality. With fy () — f,(u), the dimensionless mode
Eq. (2.3) becomes

afz 2

[+u+/1]fl(u) —0, 2.6)

du> 4
the solutions of which may be expressed in terms
of confluent hypergeometric functions |F;(a;c;z) or
parabolic cylinder functions D, [28].

Since (2.6) is real and symmetric under u — —u, it is
clear that its real solutions can be classified into those
which are either even or odd under this discrete reflection
symmetry. Let us define two fundamental real solutions

of (2.6), £\ (u), i = 0.1 by the conditions

Wy =%w),  i=0.1  (real)  (2.7a)
£0M) = £19(<u) (even)  (2.7b)
£V w) = =Y (=u) (odd),  (2.7¢)

which are even or odd, respectively, and which satisfy the
initial data,

(2.8a)
(2.8b)

at u =0, where the primes denote differentiation with
respect to u. These fundamental real solutions of (2.6) are
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most concisely expressed in terms of the confluent hyper-
geometric (Kummer) function,

= (a),
(a, c; E
(a,c;z) = Fi(a;¢;2) 2 (0),
I'(a+ n)
= , 29
which has the integral representation [28]
I'(c) ! .
P ,c; — dx e*? a—1 1= c—a—l’
(a,c;2) F(a)l“(c—a)% x e x* (1 —x)
Rec>Rea>0 (2.10)

with the result that

0) w2 (1 A l_iu2
fg, (M):e 4¢<Z+575’7

w1 QA 1 iu?
—84@(1—5,5,—7>, (2113)

(1) w2 (3 i3 iu?
— (2422
Fi(u) = ue <4 2°2°2

[uz 3 ij. 3 iu2
uer <4 2°2° 2>

These functions are clearly even and odd respectively, and
are real by the Kummer transformation which yields the
second forms in (2.11), and satisfy the initial data (2.8).

It is also p0551ble to express these fundamental real
solutions f 5 as linear combinations of parabolic cylinder
functions D, in the forms [28]

(2.11b)

r(3+i
i3 4 2 in iz
fﬁO)(”) _ Hi3 <\/7_T |:D_%_M(67u) + D—%—iﬂ<_67”>:| ,
(2.12a)
T(i+4 '
£ () = 24l _%7(4%12) [—D_%_M (ef)
+D_yy, <—e'!r”u>] , (2.12b)

the representations of which are useful for identifying their
relationship to the in and out positive frequency scattering
solutions defined as u — Foo, respectively, in [9,21-23].

From the fundamental real solutions (2.8)—(2.11) one can
construct the complex mode functions

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

v,(u) = (8eE/1)_i[f50>(u) - ixl%f/%l)(u)]
1 1 il 1 i 1 iu?
=k "Mﬁz’z;z)
3 il 3 iu?
- 'j’l @ " .7 )
e (4+ 2°2°72 ﬂ

which are normalized according to the Wronskian condition

S . d d
H02 g0~V =1,

and which satisfy the time reversal conjugation property

(2.13)

(2.14)

05 (u) = v)(—u). (2.15)

These v; mode functions satisfy the initial data,
| 1
0) =272(k2 +m?) s =
U/l() 2(L+m)4 \/271(“:0

dv, i |
b/l = —— (k2 1= —iw;(u), 2.16
dt 40 \/E( ) k ﬁ( ) ( )

which coincides with the definition of the lowest order
adiabatic frequency mode functions at the symmetric
point # = (0. The solution of (2.6) satisfying conditions
(2.14)—(2.16) is unique. Because of relations (2.12) and the
simple asymptotic forms of the D, functions, the symmetric
mode function v, is a coherent superposition of positive and
negative frequency (particle and antiparticle) solutions as
u — too0, just as the CTBD mode function is in de Sitter
space [9].

The existence of such a time reversal invariant solution to
(2.6) is related to the existence of a maximally symmetric
state constructed along the lines of the maximally O(4, 1)
invariant CTBD state in the de Sitter background. If the
charged quantum field @ is expanded in terms of these
symmetric basis functions in a finite volume V,

®(1,x) \/*Z

elkx _I_bl)T *( )e—ik-x]’

2.17)

with u and 1 defined by (2.5), then a symmetric state |v) in
a background constant uniform electric field may be
defined by

ay|v) = by |o) = 0. (2.18)
The symmetry in this case is isomorphic to the full Poincaré
symmetry group of zero electric field in flat Minkowski

space. This is due to the remarkable fact that a canonical
transformation exists that transforms the algebra of position

and momentum operators, x* and p, = —id/0x", in a
constant, uniform E field background to new position
and momentum operators, X* and P, = —id/0X", such

that the Klein-Gordon operator (2.2),
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— (0, — ieA,) (0" — ieA") + m?
= =pi +(p. + eEt)* + pi + pj + m?

=-Pi+PL+ Py +Py+m?>=0, (2.19)
(with Px = p,, Py = p, and Pz = p_) becomes that of
flat space with zero field [29]. The existence of this
transformation and symmetry may be less surprising when
it is recognized that there are two quantities,

Pr = (p} = 2eEt = @E*P) = (p? + pt + pj + m?)}
(2.20a)

TP, + 7Py = f—g (cEz+ p,—Py),  (2.20b)
that are conserved by virtue of the equation of motion
(2.19), and (together with P, = p, which generates space
Z translations) they generate 7' time translations and
Lorentz boosts in the Z direction in the transformed
(T,Z) coordinates. This dynamical maximal Poincaré
symmetry in the constant, uniform E field is analogous
to the maximal O(4, 1) point symmetry group of de Sitter
space. In each case the existence of a maximally symmetric
state |o) which enjoys the full symmetries of the back-
ground follows.

The expectation value of the electric current operator is
given in the symmetric state |v) by

3

lidohe = 2e [ G5 e = 5
2.21)

where the second term is the lowest order adiabatic vacuum
subtraction sufficient for the constant E field background
[27]. Actually by changing integration variables from k, to
u and using the fact that both |v;(u)[> and wy(¢) are even
functions of u, it is clear that both terms in the integrand
of (2.21) are odd under # — —u and thus give vanishing
contributions if integrated symmetrically in u. Hence as a
consequence of time reversal invariance (or charge con-
jugation symmetry), the symmetric state |o) has exactly
zero electric current expectation value

(0lj[v)r = (vliLlv)r =0 (2.22)
at all times, by the symmetry of this state. Likewise the
mean charge density (v|p|v)r vanishes in this charge
symmetric state. Thus the state |v) defined by (2.13)—(2.18)
in a constant, uniform electric field background is an exact
self-consistent solution of the semiclassical Maxwell
equations,

V-E = (v|p|o)g (2.23a)

VxB-— 9E = (|jlv)g (2.23b)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

with both sides vanishing identically. This is analogous to
the maximally O(4, 1) symmetric and time reversal invari-
ant CTBD state |v) which satisfies the semiclassical
Einstein equations (1.7) in de Sitter space with a simple
redefinition of A, since (v|T%|v)r = —¢,6%, cf. Sec. IV.

B. Instability of the maximally symmetric state:
Electric current

The existence of a state of maximal symmetry does not
imply that it is the stable ground state of either the de Sitter
or electric field backgrounds. In the electric field case the
imaginary part of the effective action and spontaneous decay
rate of the electric field into particle/antiparticle pairs was first
calculated by Schwinger [10]. By time reversal invariance the
imaginary part of the effective action (which changes sign
under time reversal) corresponding to the symmetric |v) state
vanishes, in disagreement with Schwinger’s result. As a
precise coherent superposition of particle and antiparticle
pairs for all modes, the time symmetric state defined by
(2.13)—(2.18) is a very curious state indeed, corresponding to
the rather unphysical boundary condition of each pair creation
event being exactly balanced by its time reversed pair
annihilation event, these pairs having been arranged with
precisely the right phase relations to come from great
distances at early times in order to effect just such a
cancellation everywhere at all times. While mathematically
allowed in a time reversal invariant background, it would be
difficult to arrange such an artificial construction and fine
tuning of initial and/or boundary conditions on the quantum
state of the charged field with any macroscopic physical
apparatus, and certainly it would not be produced with a more
realistic adiabatic switching on and off of the electric field
background in either finite time or over a finite region of space
[26]. Nor does the state |v) minimize the Hamiltonian of
the system which is time dependent in the gauge (2.1), or
unbounded from below in the static gauge A, = Ez.

The above physical considerations and Schwinger’s
earlier result suggest that there should be an instability
of the time symmetric state to nearby states in which the
fine tuned cancellation between particle/antiparticle crea-
tion and annihilation events is slightly perturbed. In order to
probe these nearby states we return to (2.3), and express its
general solution in the form

fi(t) = Aoy (u) + Byoj(u), (2.24)

with the (strictly time-independent) Bogoliubov coeffi-
cients required to obey

|A|> = |Bg|> =1 for all k, (2.25)
in order for the Wronskian condition
d d
i ff—fre—fr—fi) =1 2.26
l<fkdtfk fkdtfk) ( )
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to be satisfied. The Bogoliubov coefficients (A, By ) may

be regarded as specified by initial data f} (zy) and f (1) at
t = t, according to

d d
Ay (o) = i<“j Efk - Jx EUI> (2.27a)

=

d d
By (ty) = i<fk Py Efk) (2.27b)

t=t,

The quantized charged scalar field operator (2.17) may just
as well be expressed in terms of these general mode
functions (2.24) as

@(t,x):%z:[aﬁ fr(@)e®* bl fx (e ], (2.28)
k

where upon setting the Fourier components of (2.17) and
(2 28) equal, the corresponding Fock space operators
bf T

ak, are related to the previous ones by
al} A B* a.f
()= ) Gs) e
or its inverse
(A)-(5 30 (E)  ew
» Tk —By Ak bﬂ(
Hence if we define the state |f) by the condition
ai|f) = bilf) = 0. (2.31)
this state contains a nonzero expectation value
(flay aglf) = B = (Fb2lf)  (232)

of v quanta. Conversely the |») state contains a nonzero
expectation value of f quanta. Since both the |v) and
general |f) states are pure states, and each can be expressed
as a coherent, squeezed state with respect to the other, it is
best not to use the term particles for either of these
expectation values, nor can one decide a priori which
among them is the “correct” vacuum. This illustrates the
fact that the questions of particle definition or which
vacuum state to choose are not limited to de Sitter space
or gravitational backgrounds only, but rather are character-
istic of QFT in time-dependent and persistent classical
background fields more generally.

The most general state which is both spatially homo-
geneous and charge symmetric is the mixed state with a
density matrix pyy and a finite expectation value of f
quanta [27], which we denote by

Tr (aﬁTaka n) = N

=Tr(b b \prn).  (2.33)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

Computing the renormalized mean value of the electric
current in this charge symmetric state, we find

T(Eﬂf/v)
- / (ke eB) 1A 0P+ 28 -5
2¢ | Gy tkete K ) D (1)
d3
=4e 20 ——(k, +eEt){[Nk+|Bk|2(1+2Nk)]
X |v,1(u)|2 +(1 +2Nk)Re[AkBl*(v%(u)]}, (2.34)

where we have used (2.22) and (2.24)—(2.25) in arriving
at the second expression. Charge asymmetric states or
spatially inhomogeneous states with lower symmetry
could be considered as well. In a general state with
By #0 or Ny #0, the charge conjugation and time
reversal symmetry of the background is broken and the
current Tr(jp;y) # 0. Because such states correspond
to charged particle/antiparticle excitations that are rap-
idly accelerated to ultrarelativistic energies by the back-
ground electric field, they lead to persistent currents that
do not decay and which destabilize the constant electric
field background through the semiclassical Maxwell
equation (2.23b).

To see this requires only a qualitative understanding of
the integrand in (2.34). The three terms uv,;|?, uRe (v?),
and uIm (v}) appearing in the integrand of (2.34) are
shown as functions of u for several values of A in
Figs. 3-5. In Fig. 3 the saturation of the function u|v,|? at
large u is the result of acceleration of charged scalar
particles to ultrarelativistic energies by the electric field,
where they make a constant contribution to the current
integrand. Hence if Ny and/or |By|* in (2.34) is nonzero
for any range of k, such modes will make a contribution

—20 —-10 0 10 20

FIG.3. The u|ui|2 integrand in the current in (2.21) or (2.34) in
units of 2eFE as a function of u for two different values of A, cf.
(2.5) and (2.13). The curve with large oscillations is for 1 =1
while the oscillations are much smaller in the curve for 4 = 5.
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1.5 [ T T T
1.0} .
0.5

0.0

u Re(v,?)

-0.5F

-1.0F

-2t . .

u

FIG. 4. The uRe(v7) integrand in the current in (2.34) in units
of 2eE as a function of u for two different values of A. The upper
panel is for 4 = 1 while the lower panel is for A = 0.1 chosen to
accentuate the asymmetry in u<> — u.

to the current proportional to the occupied phase space
volume [d°k which can therefore give an arbitrarily
large (j,) at late times, u > 1.

The oscillatory terms in the real and imaginary parts of
uuﬁ are shown in Figs. 4-5. The envelope of the oscillations
shows a saturation behavior at large |u| similar to Fig. 3.
For smaller A the oscillations are significantly offset from
the horizontal axis, by 4 exp(—z4), showing that there will
also be a net contribution to the current from modes with
AxB; #0. Hence these contributions to (j,) can also
become arbitrarily large if the range of k for which
A By, is nonzero is large.

An interesting special case in which to evaluate (2.34) is
the adiabatic vacuum state of initial data,

1
2wy (t9) ’

fk(fo) = <—i60k _%>fk

fr(to) =
(2.35)

’

t=t,

and Ny = 0. We denote this pure state which matches the
lowest order adiabatic vacuum state at the particular time
t = ty by |ty). With these initial conditions it is shown in [9]

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)
w .5 L T T T

I A
v\

u Im(v,?)

u

FIG. 5. The uIm(v3) integrand in the current in (2.34) in units
of 2¢E as a function of u for the same values of A = 1 (upper) and
A =10.1 (lower) as in Fig. 4. Shown also is the horizontal line
at —exp(—zA) around which the average amplitude of the
oscillations are displaced.

that the Bogoliubov coefficients are given approxi-
mately by

Ay (1g) = Ai{’e(—kZ —eEty) + Aj{“‘e(kZ + eEty) (2.36a)
By (1y) = Bi{’é(—kZ —eEty) + B‘j“te(kz + ¢Ety), (2.36b)
where

w0 16 e O
o (4-2-2)

oo _ T2V (AY 12\
TRV LG re-eT ) g

(2.37b)

(2.37a)
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In a better approximation, the step functions in (2.36)
would be smooth functions which interpolate between the
two limits, but this simple approximation is sufficient to
illustrate the main features of the current expectation value
which is its linear growth in time from the initial time ¢,.

|
. de 0 —eEty
e AL

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

Substituting (2.36) into (2.34) with Ny = 0, changing
variables from (k_, k) to (u,4), and making use of the
fact that the functions u|v,(u)|* and u Re[v?(u)] are odd
functions of u (cf. Figs. 3-4), while uImv}(u)] is even
(ctf. Fig. 5), we obtain

dk. (k. + eEn)[|B} |0y (u)* + Re[AT B} v (u)]]

+ /oo dk(k; + eE)[|BS"|*|vz(u) > + Re[Ai’“tBE”‘*vﬁ(u)]]}
—eEt,

=-F dATm[AR B

T m?/2eE 0

et d
27* \/2¢E [nz/ZeE

since from (2.37), or Eq. (4.20b) of Ref. [9] and (2.13),

|Bin2 = |Bou? (2.392)
Re[ANBIN*] = Re[AQ" Bo] (2.39b)

in pinx out poutk 1 tot 1 —7A
Im[A}B}| = —Im[AS" B = —EImB/1 =5e (2.39¢)

1
Imfo} ()] = ==/ (f W) 2:39)

Because of the offset from the u axis of ufﬁo)(u)fgl)(u) =
—ulm[v3(u)] by e=™, around which the oscillations average
to zero (cf. Fig. 5), for large t — 1, — oo the u integral

in (2.38) is
V2eE(t—1y) 2¢E(1— 10
/ M[Mfi _)/ —Jrﬂ
0
2eE(t—1g)e™ (2.40)

and hence (2.38) gives for late times

) e E?
(tolj:lto)r = P

e~ /eE (1 — 1), (2.41)

which is the same result as that of Eq. (5.22) in Ref. [9],
which was obtained much more naturally in the adiabatic
particle basis by consideration of particle creation events.
That treatment makes it clear that the growth of the current
is a cumulative effect of particle creation from the quantum
vacuum which continues unabated as long as the constant
electric field is maintained.

Thus there are states for which the current grows linearly
with time related to the steady rate of particle creation in a
constant electric field background. Moreover it is clear

e’E [ L /\/ZB—E(I—IO)

V2eE(1—1y)
1 / duluf® () £ ()

du ulIm[v? (u)]

(2.38)

|
from the penultimate line of (2.38) that any perturbation of
the symmetric |v) state with Bogoliubov coefficients
Ay, By of the form (2.36) obeying the conditions
At = AQu | Bin — BOu of (2.37), having constant but
nonzero support for arbitrarily large and negative k, will
produce a cumulative effect on the current similar to (2.41),
so that (j.) continues to grow linearly with time for
arbitrarily long times. This linear growth with time implies
that however small the coupling ¢ and the coefficient
Im [ABI"| (which can be enhanced by taking Ny > 0),
the current must eventually influence the background field
through the semiclassical Maxwell equation (2.23b). Thus
the symmetric |0) state in a fixed constant uniform electric
field background is unstable to perturbations of the kind
(2.36). If By has nonzero support up to some large but finite
negative value (k.).., = —K, the linear growth in (2.41)
will be cut off at t — 7y = K,/eE but still be large and
produce a large backreaction through (2.23b).

If one goes beyond the simple mean field approximation
considered here, it is also clear on physical grounds that the
introduction of a single electrically charged particle into the
|v) state will cause it to be accelerated by the electric field
to arbitrarily large energies, which would allow it to emit
photons and produce additional charged pairs resulting in
an electromagnetic avalanche. Allowing these additional
channels opened up by self-interactions makes the physical
instability of the symmetric |v) state to small perturbations
more obvious, although that instability already exists even
without self-interactions, in the mean field approximation,
as (2.41) and (2.23b) show.

This example of the quantum states in a constant,
uniform external electric field shows quite clearly that
the most symmetric state, with the full symmetry group of
the background need not be the stable ground state of the
system. In this case it is well known that the background is
unstable to particle creation. In the accompanying paper [9]
we have shown how the same conclusion follows in de
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Sitter space, for essentially the same reasons. The treatment
above shows that one need not be committed to any
definition of particles to discover the instability of the
electric field background by perturbations of the symmetric
|v) state which have support at large canonical momentum
|k,|. For k., <0 this may correspond to small physical
kinetic momentum k, + eEt, at some early initial time #,.
The unlimited growth of the physical momentum k, + eEt
with time for fixed canonical momentum k, in terms of
which the initial state is specified is the essential feature,
and this feature is found in gravitational backgrounds such
as de Sitter space as well.

C. Relation to quantum chiral anomaly
in two dimensions

The linear secular growth of the current in a background
constant electric field can also be understood through
the Schwinger anomaly in 1+ 1 dimensions [30]. For
that comparison we drop the d°k | /(2x)? integral in (2.34)
to reduce to 1+ 1 dimensions, and further set the mass
m = 0. We have then

2
. e’FE
(J2)2a = —ﬂ (t=1) (2.42)
at late times. Since scalars are essentially the same as
fermions in 1 + 1 dimensions one can use the bosonization
results [31] for fermionic QED to express the current in
the form

e
) = —=€"0,y, 2.43
(") N (2.43)
where ¢ is the antisymmetric symbol in two dimensions
and y is a pseudoscalar field whose derivative is the chiral

current

1
() = ﬁa"% (2.44)

This current has the well-known chiral anomaly [32]

1 e eE
us\ _ _
0, (" )20 = ﬂD)( =—e"F, = .

NG 2n

in a background electric field. The second-order Eq. (2.45)
for y with the anomaly source in a constant, uniform field
has solutions independent of z of the form

(2.45)

1 ek
X = (t—19)%

\/_7: 2m

Substituting this value of y into the electric current (2.43)
gives

(2.46)

e  ¢%E

(Ja)oa = %Z i (t=19), (2.47)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

which recovers (2.42). Thus the linear secular growth of the
current with time in the massless limit is related to the two-
dimensional chiral anomaly and the particular z indepen-
dent solution (2.46) to the pseudoscalar field Eq. (2.45).
This particular solution to (2.45) is associated with the
spatially homogeneous initial state condition (2.35) and
state specified by the mode functions (2.24) and (2.36).

It is interesting to note that although the anomaly
Eq. (2.45) is Lorentz invariant—because it is an inhomo-
geneous equation—none of its solutions are Lorentz
invariant. Thus the maximal Poincaré symmetry of the
fixed electric field background is necessarily broken by
the solutions to the anomaly Eq. (2.45), which leads to a
spontaneous breaking of symmetry of the background, at
least in the semiclassical approximation and neglecting
backreaction [33]. This may be seen also from the effective
action corresponding to the two-dimensional chiral
anomaly [30,34],

2D
S anom

o2
]:g/dzx/dzx’[e””F,w]xD‘l(x,x’)[e"/}Faﬁ}x,

1 e
e, e

where [J7!(x, ') is the Green’s function inverse of the
scalar wave operator [] in two dimensions. As is well
known, the usual construction of the Feynman Green’s
function for a massless scalar in two dimensions is infrared
divergent due to the constant k =0 mode, and conse-
quently no Lorentz invariant Feynman function exists in
this case. Green’s functions [17!(x, x’) obeying different
boundary conditions exist, but these necessarily break some
of the continuous or discrete symmetries of the back-
ground. Thus the form of the effective action of the two-
dimensional chiral anomaly (2.48), together with the
absence of a Lorentz invariant Feynman Green’s function
O0-!(x,x') due to infrared divergences is sufficient to
conclude that the maximally symmetric state in a uniform
constant background 1e#F,, = E is sensitive to noninvar-
iant initial and/or boundary conditions which break that
maximal symmetry. The linear growth of the current found
in (2.41) and reproduced by the solution (2.46) in (2.47) is
symptomatic of that necessary breaking of the maximal
symmetry of the classical background by the quantum
chiral anomaly.

It is also interesting that this connection with the
anomaly of massless fields in two dimensions survives
in four dimensions and even if the field has a nonzero
mass m, whose main effect is to suppress the coefficient of
the linear growth by the Schwinger tunneling factor
exp(—zm?/eE). We shall see there is also an interesting
connection to a quantum anomaly of massless fields in four
dimensional de Sitter space, a local condensate bilinear of
the underlying quantum field(s) analogous to y, and simple
arguments analogous to (2.43)—(2.47) which lead directly
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to the analogous conclusion of instability of the symmetric
state and breaking of maximal de Sitter invariance in that
case as well.

III. O(4) INVARIANT STATES
IN DE SITTER SPACE

Turning to our primary topic of de Sitter space, we
develop the quantization and discussion of possible vacuum
states in de Sitter space analogously to the electric field case
of the previous section. For an uncharged scalar field ®
satisfying the free wave equation,

() ol
=0, 3.1

(—O+ M*)® = [

in a gravitational background, with & the curvature cou-
pling. The effective mass

M? =m? 4+ ER = m® + 126H? (3.2)
is a constant since the Ricci scalar R = 12H? is a constant
in de Sitter spacetime. In the geodesically complete
coordinates (1.2) the wave equation (3.1) may be separated
into a complete basis of functions of cosmological time
yi(u) times Yy, (N V), the spherical harmonics on S3. A unit
vector on S is denoted by N with coordinates

N(r.0.¢) = (sinyii,cosy)
= (cosy,sinycos6,sinysinfsing,siny sinfcosg).

(3.3)

The Yim (N ) harmonics are eigenfunctions of the scalar
Laplacian on the unit S® satisfying

19} 0 1 0 0
-AYy, = ——— —+———5sinf—
37 klm sin?y [8){ 8;( g 69 00
1 0%
* eaqb] Fiam
- (k2 - 1)Yklm,7 (34)
with the range of the integer k = 1, 2, ... taken to be strictly

positive, conforming to the notation of [13] and [35]. These
S? harmonics are given in terms of Gegenbauer functions
Cit]_(cosy) and the familiar S? spherical harmonics
Y}, () in the form [28]

o k(ke—1-1)!
3.5)

with [=0,1,...k—1 and m; = —I, ..., [, normalized so that

(sing)'Cil)_y (cosy) Yy, (),

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

b T
/ dBEY Y kim, :/ d)(sinz)(/ df sin 0
s? ! 0 0

2n
*
X /0' d¢Yk'l/m; Yklm1

= Okk0r10mim,- (3.6)

Note also that Y7, N =Y Ki—m, (N).
The time-dependent functions y,(u) satisfy

d2 d 2 2 2 9
W+3tanhu—+(k — D)sech’u+ | y T Ye=0,

du
(3.7)
where the dimensionless parameter y is defined by
M?> 9

In the massive case M? > 3H? (the principal series),
y is real and positive. With the change of variables to
z = (1 — isinh u)/2, the mode equation (3.7) can be recast
in the form of the hypergeometric equation. The funda-
mental complex solution y; — vy, (1) may be taken to be

= Hey, (sechu)** (1 — i sinh u)*

1 1 1 —isinhu
Fl-—+iy,——iy;k+1;,—— |, 3.9
<2+1y2 iysk + > ) (3.9)

Uky(”)

where F' =, F is the Gauss hypergeometric function, and

(k+4+iy)l (k—l—%—iy)F (3.10)

C’W_E[ 2

is a real normalization constant, fixed so that vy, satisfies
the Wronskian condition

. d d
iHa’(u) [u;yauky - vkyavzy} =1 (3.11)

for all k, where a(u) = H™' coshu is the scale factor in
coordinates (1.2). Note that under time reversal u — —u,
the mode function (3.9) goes to its complex conjugate,

Oy (—u) = vg, (u), (3.12)
for all M> > 0.

If 0<M?<2H? (3.8)-(3.12) continue to hold by
analytic continuation to pure imaginary y = iy, with
Uk, = Uy,- The mode functions (3.9) reduce to elementary
functions in the massless, conformally coupled case,
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1 1
m = O, 5 = 8, UV = E .
1 sechu(sechu — i tanh u)*
Opl = —F= u u—1i u
ki3 \/2_k
H "
= ——cosy e I, 3.13
RO (3.13)
and in the massless, minimally coupled case,
3
— 0’ — 0’ = — .
m & v >
H (ksech  tanh
Vg3 = (ksechu + itanh u) (sechu — i tanh u)*
* 2k(k* = 1)
_ Hlkeosn Fisinm) oy p_p3.. (314)
2k(k* - 1)

where the conformal time variable 7 is given by, cf. Fig. 2,

7
2°2

tan#n = sinh u.

n=sin~!(tanhu) € ( cosn = sechu,

(3.15)

The complex positive frequency modes vy, of (3.9), (3.14)
are undefined for the case v = %, k =1 since the solutions
of (3.7) are nonoscillatory in this case, and must be treated
separately [13,36]. This leads to the nonexistence of a de
Sitter invariant vacuum state or Feynman Green’s function
[O0-!(x, x) for a massless, minimally coupled scalar in de
Sitter space [36,37], that is similar to that for a massless
scalar in two dimensional flat space discussed in Sec. I C.

The scalar field operator ® can be expressed as a sum
over the fundamental solutions,

oo k-1 1
®(u, N Z Z {aklmlvky )Y ki, (N)
k=1 1=0 m=—I
+ aklmlvky(u)Yklm, (N)} (3.16)
with the Fock space operator coefficients A, satisfying
the commutation relations
(@ @) = Ot BBy (3.17)

With (3.6), (3.11), and (3.17) the canonical equal time field
commutation relation,

[®(u, N), TI(u, N')] = is5 (N, N'), (3.18)
is satisfied, where Il = ,/—g® = Ha’ 6‘1’ is the field
momentum operator conjugate to ®, the overdot denotes
the time derivative H9/0u and 55 (N, N') denotes the delta
function on the unit S* with respect to the canonical round
metric dX?.
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The Chernikov-Tagirov or Bunch-Davies (CTBD) state
[v) [2,3,6] is defined by
a’,ilml|v> =0 Vk I m, (3.19)
and is invariant under the full O(4, 1) isometry group of the
complete de Sitter manifold, including under the discrete
inversion symmetry of all coordinates in the embedding
space, X4 — —X* (cf. Fig. 1), or (u,N) = (—u,—N),
which is not continuously connected to the identity. The
Feynman Green’s function in this maximally symmetric
state is invariant under O(4, 1) and also coincides with that
obtained by analytic continuation from the Euclidean S* for
M? > 0 with full O(5) symmetry [5]. As in the electric
field example of Sec. II the existence or construction
of a maximally symmetric O(4,1) invariant state does
not imply that this state is a stable vacuum.
Alternative Fock representations in real u time are clearly
possible. For example, since the general solution of (3.7)
may be written as the linear combination

yi(u)

and normalized by (3.11) in the same way by requiring

= Ao, (u) + Bog, (u), (3.20)

d d
iHa3(u)[ykd Ve= Ve } lH[fkd fk_fk fk

=|A2=|B* =1, (321

the general functions y, = a f may just as well be chosen
as a basis of quantization of the @ field by

k=1
+a£lm,yk( ) klml(N)]

=~

—1 1
Z aklm,yk Yklm, (N)

m=—I

gM

(3.22)

The Bogoliubov transformation between the corresponding
Fock space operators is

f
Aim Ay B a
()G 5)E) om
kl-m, k kl m
and its inverse is
f * * L
( aklm; ) _ ( Ak _Bk> < aélml ) (3 24)
= N , .
aﬁ m; _Bk Ak akl—m,

analogous to (2.24)—(2.30).
The mode function f; = azyk also satisfies the equation
of an harmonic oscillator,

d’fy

1
Py Kkz _ Z) sech?u + yz] =0, (325
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analogous to (2.6), and (3.25), which is the starting point
for an adiabatic or WKB analysis of particle creation in [9].
Here we note that because of (3.21) the commutation

relations (3.17) are also satisfied by ailm,’ aﬁ}nl, as is the
canonical field commutation relation (3.18). Hence we may
define a state |f) corresponding to the general solution
(3.20) of (3.7) or (3.25) by
a1 f) =0 Y klm, (3.26)

for any set of complex coefficients {Ay, B} satisfying
(3.21). Since the solutions yy ()Y i, (N) at fixed k form
an irreducible representation of the group O(4) for any
{A;. B, }, these states are invariant under O(4) rotations of
S?, but not the full O(4, 1) de Sitter group (unless A; = 1,
B, = 0 for all k).

The O(4) invariant states are associated with a preferred
u time slicing which breaks the O(4,1) symmetry. The
Bogoliubov coefficients {A;, B;} and hence the particular
|f) state may be regarded as specified by initial data y; (i)
and y;(ug) on the u = uy Cauchy surface according to

d d
_ 3 *
Ay(ug) = iHa <Uk,,£)’k Ve vky> . (3.27a)
. d d
Bk(uo) = lHa3 <ykal)ky - Uk}'%”) . (327]3)

States with lower symmetry than O(4) may be obtained by
considering Bogoliubov transformations more general than
(3.24), mixing @’ and a*" of different (k/m;). For example
if the relation (3.24) is generalized to ay,, = Ay
BZk’“k'l—m,
diagonal) matrices in k, k' (but still diagonal in /, m;), the
corresponding states (3.26) are O(3) invariant only. These
are appropriate for the static coordinates of de Sitter space.
All states related to |v) by exact Bogoliubov transforma-
tions of this kind are pure states and related to each other by
a unitary transformation [8], whether they involve different
(klm;) or not.

The expectation value of a;, ki, a’,;lm[ is nonvanishing in the
general |f) state defined by (3. 20) (3.24) and (3.26),

ik e im, —
so that the Bogoliubov coefficients are (non-

<f|aklm,aklml| > = |Bk|2 (3283)

— — i
<f|a21m,a21—m[ |f> - AkB* <f|aklm,a21 my |f>* (3.28b)
Hence the general |f) vacuum state apparently contains
particles defined with respect to the de Sitter invariant state
|v). However, the converse is also true as the expectation
values,
|Bi[?

<v|a£7m, a{lm, |U> = (3293)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

<U|a.l{lm1a£l—ml|v> = _AZB/C = <D|a{lm,alf; m,‘v>*’ (329b)
are also nonzero, so that the de Sitter invariant vacuum may
equally well be said to contain particles with respect to the
general O(4) basis states |f). Since each of the |f) states in
either case is in fact a coherent, squeezed pure state with
respect to the others, with all exact quantum phase
correlations maintained, it is better not to attach the label
of “particles” to either set of expectation values (3.28) or
(3.29), or the term “vacuum” to any particular state in de
Sitter space at this point. As in the electric field case, mixed
states which are O(4) invariant can be defined through a
density matrix p;y with [38]

Tr(py N @l @hg,) = Nie (3.30)
and N; = 0 reducing to the pure |f) state defined in (3.26).
A nonzero N, above the arbitrary O(4) invariant |f)
vacuum is also best not identified with any physical particle
number. In previous works and in a companion paper to this
one [9,35], we give a definition of physical particle number
in de Sitter space based on an adiabatic or slowly varying
positive frequency basis [4].

IV. ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR
OF O(4) INVARIANT STATES

The behavior of perturbations of the CTBD O(4,1)
symmetric state in de Sitter space may be studied through
the energy-momentum-stress tensor, and the potential
backreaction effects on the background geometry through
the semiclassical Einstein equations (1.7), analogous to
perturbations of the symmetric |v) state and backreaction
effects of the electric current through the semiclassical
Maxwell equation (2.23b).

The conserved energy-momentum-stress tensor of the
free scalar field is

Top = (T,8)(5,0) = 22 [ g(0.0) (V) + 207

+ S{Rab _Jabp vV, + gabD] 2.

> 4.1)

If the Heisenberg field operator in the general O(4) basis
(3.22) is substituted into this expression, and (3.30) is used,
the expectation value of T, in the general |f) state may
be expressed as a sum over modes. Since these states are
spatially homogeneous and isotropic, and O(4) invariant,
we find that

Tr(pf.NT“u) = _gf,N (423)

i,j=x.0,¢, (4.2b)

Tr(psnT'j) = 8 ips

are the only nonvanishing components of the renormal-
ized expectation value in coordinates (1.2). Since the
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renormalization counterterms are state independent, they
may be subtracted from the mode sum for the de Sitter
invariant state with A, = 1, B, = 0 once and for all. The
renormalized expectation value (v|T,,|v); has been com-
puted in the CTBD state [3]. Because of its de Sitter
invariance this expectation value satisfies (4.2) with
p, = —¢,. Collecting then the remaining finite terms which
differ from this when A; # 1, B; # 0 in the general O(4)
invariant mixed state, one obtains [38]

1 o0
e =€ + 2—”22 I2{(1 + 2N )Re[ABie}]
k=1

1 o0
PfN = Pyt FZ K*{(1 +2N)Re[AB; ]
k=1
+ [N+ [Be(1 +2N,)|p2}, (4.3b)
where we have defined
e} =07 + 2hv o + (0f + )} = 3p + 2m*v},  (4.4a)
€8 = iy | + 2hRe[vj0] + (@7 + h?)|oy?
=3p8 + 2m?|u,|?, (4.4b)
2 K2 2 a
a)kE?—ﬁ—m, hEE:Htanhu. (4.4¢)

Here an overdot denotes Hd/du and a = H~' cosh u. We
have suppressed the y subscript and also set & = % (but kept
m # 0) in order to simplify the expressions. This is already
sufficiently general for our purposes, as the general case
E# %’ adds no essentially new features. By using the mode
equation (3.7) satisfied by v, one may readily check that the
renormalized stress tensor is covariantly conserved,

dgf,N H d
H— =+ 3h(ern+prn) =57 (@ern) +3hpsy =0,

4.5)

so that it is sufficient to focus attention on the energy
density for the general O(4) invariant state.

Since the renormalization subtractions have already been
performed in defining the finite p, = —e, in the O(4, 1)
invariant state |v), the additional state-dependent mode
sums in (4.3) must not give rise to any new UV divergen-
ces. This implies that the Bogoliubov coefficients B; and
numbers N; must satisfy

klim [k*|B|] = klim [k*|B|?] = klim [K*N] =0, (4.6)
so that all of the sums over k for the remaining state-
dependent terms in (4.3) converge. States |f) whose
Bogoliubov coefficients satisfy (4.6) in addition to (3.21)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

are UV allowed or UV finite O(4) invariant states [38].
Finiteness and conservation are clearly necessary condi-
tions for the expectation value Tr (p; yT;) to be used as a
source for the semiclassical Einstein equations (1.7). These
properties of (T“,), remain valid for all UV finite states,
including those of lower symmetry, provided only that the
Bogoliubov coefficients fall off rapidly enough at large %,
as in (4.6). The UV finiteness conditions (4.6) are also
both necessary and sufficient conditions for the two-point
function to have Hadamard short distance behavior.

As in the current expectation value of Sec. II we seek a
qualitative understanding of the terms contributing to the
energy density in (4.3a) and (4.4). There are three kinds of
terms for a given k in a general O(4) invariant UV finite
state, namely those multiplying the factors |B|*, Re(A;B}),
and Im(A;B}), respectively. These are plotted in Figs. 6-11.
In Fig. 6 the three summands in (4.3a), namely k%e? /(272),
k*Ree} /(27*) and —k*Ime? /(27*) are shown in units of H*
for the case m = H and k = 10. The & terms multiplying
the complex A;B; coefficient in (4.3a) are oscillatory,
while the ¥ function multiplying the real coefficient
Ny + |Bi*(1 + 2Ny) is nonoscillatory. The main difference
between the coefficients of the real and the imaginary parts
of A;.Bj is that the former is symmetric about u = 0 while the
latter is antisymmetric. The plots also show that the maxima
of the two oscillatory functions occur for |u| of order one,
while the maximum of the third, nonoscillatory function is at
the symmetric point # = 0 and is much larger in magnitude.
In all three cases the functions fall off for large values of the
time |u| where the scale factor a(u) is large.

Since the field is massive one might expect that at large
values of the scale factor the contributions to the energy
density would scale like a=3. To illustrate the power
dependence on the scale factor we plot in Figs. 7 and 8
the coefficients of the real and imaginary parts of (1 +
2N,;)A;B; multiplied by a* for k = 1, 10, 100 and m = H
and m = 10H, respectively. We observe that the oscillations
have an envelope which does scale like a3 for large |u| and
large a(u). The envelope also scales like k> independently of
m, so that if we were to sum modes up to a large but finite K,
we would expect a K*/a® behavior characteristic of a
nonrelativistic gas. However the rapid oscillations, particu-
larly for larger values of m and k, highlight the fact that these
are highly coherent quantum states, and the energy density is
not that of quasiclassical particles in any sense.

The a3 behavior of the envelope of the oscillations also
does not hold for small |u|. As shown in detail by a WKB
analysis of the mode equation (3.7) in the accompanying
paper [9], the mode functions and adiabatic vacuum state
change character around the times u = Fuy,, where

\/kz—%—l—\/yz—i—kz—;l‘
Mky:h'l .
14

4.7)
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FIG. 6. The top panel shows the coefficient of the | B|? term in the energy density k*¢2 /(22?) of (4.3a), for m = H and k = 10 in units
of H*. The bottom left panel shows the real part and the bottom right panel the imaginary part of the coefficient of the A;B; term in
the energy density, namely k’Reef /(27%) and —k*Ime{ /(27?), respectively, of (4.3a) and (4.4a) again for m = H and k = 10, in

the same units.

The modes are nonrelativistic for |u| > u,, but relativistic
for |u| < uy,. For a conformal massless field m = 0, with
Vg = g1 of (3.13), e’,? of (4.4a) vanishes identically. This
accounts for the much smaller values of the energy
densities in Figs. 7 and 8 in the central regions where
—uy, < u < +uy,, where there is no simple behavior of the
envelope of the quantum coherent oscillations. The maxi-
mum of the oscillatory terms occurs for all values of k and
m investigated at |u|~1 in the central region. This
maximum saturates at a value of order one in H* units
for large k> 1, as shown in Fig. 9.

The nonoscillatory k*¢?/(2z?) term in the energy
density is shown in Figs. 10 and 11 for m = H and
m = 10H, respectively, for k = 1, 10, and 100. In the left
panels the term is multiplied by a*(u) and in the right
panels the term is multiplied by a*(u). It is clear that in all
cases the contribution from this € term is proportional to
a3 at large values of the scale factor and is proportional
to a=* near u = 0. In other words, it blueshifts in the
contracting phase of de Sitter space (and redshifts in the
expanding phase) as a nonrelativistic fluid for large |u| but
as a relativistic fluid for smaller |u|. At |u| = uy, given

by (4.7), the energy density transitions from nonrelativistic
to relativistic behavior and for smaller |u| the physical
momentum k/a dominates the mass term in the mode
equation (3.25). In the nonrelativistic region u > [uy, | the k
dependence is k?. However the maximum of the k?e? term
always occurs in the relativistic region —uy, < u < +uy,,
where the k dependence is k3, so that this maximum value
grows unbounded for k£ > 1, in contrast to the oscillatory
terms which are bounded for large k (Fig. 9).

For the strictly massless conformally invariant scalar
field, there are no oscillatory & terms since & =0
identically for v;, = VgL and hence there are no terms linear
in By in the energy density or pressure of a general O(4)
invariant UV allowed state. The only contributions come
instead from the €? terms quadratic in the perturbation B;
from the de Sitter invariant CTBD state [v). Substituting v, s
into (4.4b) with m = 0 gives

k2 k3

2 k0 = 52 @8

showing that the relativistic behavior observed in
Figs. 10-11 in the relativistic region —uy, < u < uy, holds
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FIG. 7. The panels at left show, for m = H, the summand k’Ree{/(27%) in the energy density (4.3a) and (4.4b) in units of H*
multiplied by a factor of a*, with a = H~! cosh u the scale factor. The panels at right show —a*k*Ime{ /(22%). From top to bottom the
values of k are k = 1, k = 10, and k = 100. The values of Uy from (4.7) are 0.88, 3.14, and 5.44, respectively. The plots show that the
envelope of the oscillations is proportional to a=* for |u| > uy,, but that the behavior changes markedly for |u| < u,.

for all u in the massless case. This result can also be obtained
by conformally transforming from flat space to de Sitter
space the exact stress tensor for a conformal field in a state
other than the Minkowski vacuum [4]. Although this is
exactly the behavior one would expect for a gas of relativistic
particles, we emphasize that these are still coherent quantum

excitations of the pure |f) vacuum state, in which the exact
phase relations of (3.28)—(3.29) are maintained.

In all cases the perturbations from the CTBD state |v) fall
off in the expanding half u > 0 of de Sitter space but grow
in the contracting half ¥ < 0. The maximum value at the
symmetric point from (4.3), (4.4), and (4.8) is given by
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FIG. 8. The panels at left show, for m = 10H, the summand k*Re &} /(27z%) in the energy density (4.3a) and (4.4a) in units of H*
multiplied by a factor of a®, with @ = H~! cosh u the scale factor. The panels at right show —a*k*Im & /(2z?). From top to bottom the
values of k are k = 1, k = 10, and k = 100, with the corresponding values of uy, from (4.7) 0.087, 0.88, and 3.00, respectively, where
the behavior changes markedly. It is also observed that the envelopes for |u| > u;, scale like k?.

I &, ) where we have approximated the sum by an integral valid
€f.Nmax = 22d* Z [N+ [Bi[*(1 +2Ny)] for large k. = K, the maximum value of k for which | B, |*
.y k=l and/or N; has support consistent with the UV finiteness
H ditions (4.6). This summarizes the results plotted in
=~ S K*[Ng + |Bg[2(1 + 2Ng)]. 49) on . S P
7K' [Nk + [Bi*(1 42N )] “9) Figs. 6-11 as the estimate of the largest contribution to the
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FIG. 9. The maxima of the oscillations of k’Re & /(27?) in
units of H* are plotted for several values of k, for m = 10H. The
saturation at large values of k is apparent.

energy density (4.3a). For this to produce a significant
backreaction on the classical de Sitter geometry through
the semiclassical Einstein equations, it is necessary for this
to be larger than the background cosmological energy
density, i.e.,

87Gepy 2 A =3H? or

GH?
Br

[Nk + [Bg[*(1 4 2Nk)] (coshu

4
) 1. (4.10)

Clearly no matter how small GH?> < 1, or the state-
dependent perturbation in square brackets is, as long as
their product is nonzero there is always a large enough (but
still finite K) for which the inequality (4.10) is satisfied
at the maximum at # = 0. Since all finite k¥ modes are
redshifted in physical momentum as k/a — 0 for
a(u) — oo, perturbations satisfying (4.10) at u = 0 have
vanishingly small energy densities at early times u — —oo.
Hence for any finite GH? > 0 there is a large class of O(4)
invariant but de Sitter noninvariant states satisfying (4.10),
which give rise to energy densities that are large enough
to produce significant de Sitter noninvariant backreaction
effects at the symmetric point u = 0, all of which have
exponentially vanishing de Sitter noninvariant energy
densities at times in the infinite past at /_ of ‘eternal’ de
Sitter space. The physical momentum HK/a correspond-
ing to the condition (4.10) for significant backreaction is of
order \/HMp; << Mp,, far less than the Planck scale Mp,, so
that the semiclassical approximation is still reliable.

To see how the general condition (4.10) for large
backreaction and de Sitter instability is realized in a specific
physical state, which is the one determined by adiabatically
switching on of the background analogous to switching on
of the electric field in the infinite past [39], one can choose
Bogoliubov coefficients corresponding to the O(4) invari-
ant |in) state of [9] prepared at the initial time u,. In the
contracting phase of de Sitter space u < 0 this corresponds

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

to choosing the mode functions according to the initial data
at u = ugp,
Ay = A}S,Q(—uky -

ug) + 0(ug 4 uy,)  (4.11a)

Bk = BiknyH(—uk}, - I/lo), (411b)
with u,, defined in (4.7). The step functions are again
simple approximations to the actual smooth but rapid
change at —uy,. Since By =0 for uy, > —u, the mode
sums in (4.3a) are cut off for k > K, (u), where

/ 1
K, (up) = \/y*sinh® uy + 1= ge‘”o‘

4.12)
for |uy| > 1. Also,
? ::—————i—————e_%%eg,
! 2 sinh(zy) 4.13)
Bih = S eFe T
! 2 sinh(my)
so that
(L \k
l —_—
Ain Bin* = =) O(—uy, —up)  (4.14)

2 sinh(zy)

oscillates in k. Because the 6“2 term is bounded in k for any
state as shown in Fig. 11 and its coefficient (4.14) oscillates
in k for this |in) state, its contributions tend to cancel when
summed over k in (4.3a), and are negligible compared to
the nonoscillatory ? term in the energy density for large
K, (ug), hence large |u,|. Retaining only the latter, we then
have approximately

1 (
€in 72 Z y
k=1
1 s K, (uo) K
o / " dk——
47 sinh(zy) J a*(u)
. I’I4 1 K},<M0) 4
8% e*” —1 \ coshu ) °
which agrees with Eq. (8.17) of [9] and (4.9) for the
particular choice of |Bg|?> from (4.13) and N, = 0. This
energy density, which has an arbitrarily small value for
u — —oo, is blueshifted as a relativistic fluid and by u = 0
can grow large enough to be comparable to or even far
exceed the background de Sitter energy density and hence

significantly affect the background de Sitter geometry. It
satisfies the inequality (4.10) for significant backreaction if

(4.15)

1

K, (ug) 2 {3_”((@ _ 1)}4 (4.16)

GH?
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FIG. 10. The panels on the left show for m = H, the k2ef
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/(27%) term in the energy density of (4.3a) and (4.4b) in units of H*

multiplied by a factor of a>. The panels on the right show this same term multiplied by a factor of a*. From top to bottom the value of k
which corresponds to each set of plots is k = 1, k = 10, and k = 100, with values of u,, of 0.88, 3.14, and 5.44, respectively, where the

behavior changes from nonrelativistic to relativistic.

or from (4.12),

which can always be satisfied for early enough u,, and
nonzero GH? and y in eternal de Sitter space. Even for
GH? = 107'22, y = 1, corresponding to the present value of

1
lup| > In F (3_”2)4 (27 — l)i} . (4.17)  the cosmological constant inferred from the SNIa data [40],
4

GH

this value of |ug| is quite moderate, of order 70.
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FIG. 11. The panels on the left show for m = 10H, the k’¢?/(2z%) term in the energy density of (4.3a) and (4.4b) in units of H*
multiplied by a factor of 3. The panels on the right show this same term multiplied by a factor of a*. From top to bottom the value of k
which corresponds to each set of plots is k = 1, k = 10, and k = 100. The values of u;, where the behavior changes from nonrelativistic
to relativistic are 0.087, 0.88, and 3.00, respectively, for this m.

V. CONFORMAL ANOMALY, STRESS
TENSOR AND DE SITTER
SYMMETRY BREAKING

As in the electric field example,
vacuum instability in de Sitter space is illuminated by

the quantum

consideration of a quantum anomaly, in this case the
conformal trace anomaly of the energy-momentum

tensor [4,41]. The nonlocal covariant effective action

is [12,16-18,42]
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Swwnld] =5 [ atsv=g [ vy (5-5)

ot for o (E-25)]

This nonlocal effective action (5.1) is the analog of (2.48)
for the chiral anomaly in two dimensions and the
[dx/=g [ @x'\/=g RO (x,X')R effective action
for the conformal trace anomaly in two dimensions
[43]. In four dimensions there are two invariants E =
*Rabcd*Rabcd — RabcdRade _ 4RabRab + R2 and F=
CabeaC®? = RypeaR®*! — 2R,,R” + 1 R*  contributing
to the nonlocal anomaly with corresponding dimension-
less coefficients b and b’ proportional to 7 in the notation
of [41]. Being nonlocal in terms of the curvature
invariants £ and F, the one-loop effective action (5.1)
contains information about nonlocal and global quantum
effects, i.e. sensitivity to initial and/or boundary con-
ditions, through the Green’s function inverse A;!(x, x’) of
the conformally covariant differential operator

(5.1)

=[1? +2R*V,V, — %RD +=(V“R)V,

=V, (V“V" + 2R — %Rg“”) V. (5.2)
To (5.1) it is possible to add any conformally invariant
action (nonlocal or local) which does not affect the
anomaly. However, only the conformal breaking (5.1)
term in the effective action needs be retained in a low
energy classification of operators in the effective action
[16] and only this term can have relevant infrared effects.
Moreover, the effective action of the anomaly (5.1) is
distinguished by being responsible for additional massless
scalar degree(s) of freedom in low energy gravity, not
present in the classical theory [44], as seen also in two
dimensions by the shifting of the central charge from
N —26 to N —25 [45]. In four dimensions this is made
explicit by rewriting (5.1) in the local form
Sanom = b'Skom + bSihom. (5.3)
by the introduction of at least one additional scalar field,
where for example

Stonlsio) =3 [ @xy=a{~Cop +2(R - Re")
2
< (V) 0) + (E-3TR )| 6

is the term related to E in terms of the additional scalar
field ¢. This scalar (analogous to y of Sec. II C) is a new
effective degree of freedom, not to be confused with the
original scalar field ®, which describes two-particle
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correlations or bilinears (relativistic Cooper pairs) of the
underlying scalar, fermion or vector QFT [18,44]. QFTs of
different spin may all be studied via the effective action
(5.4), since the only dependence upon spin for free fields is
through the trace anomaly coefficients b’ and b, where

1

b=
360(4x)?

(Ns+ 1INz + 62Ny)  (5.5)

is the coefficient for the E term in the conformal anomaly
for noninteracting scalar (S), fermion (F), or vector (V)
fields, respectively. The b term in the anomaly proportional

to F gives rise to an effective action Sgg())m similar to (5.4)

but is less important in de Sitter space where F =
CpeqaC? =0 [15-18].

Formally solving the Euler-Lagrange equation for ¢ that
results from varying (5.4) in a general metric background
requires inverting the differential operator Ay, i.e. finding
its Green’s function Agl(x, x'), and substituting the sol-
ution for ¢ into (5.4). This returns the o’ term of the
nonlocal form (5.1), up to surface terms. In de Sitter space
we also have E =24H*, [OR =0, and the operator Ay
factorizes, so that the variation of (5.4) with respect to ¢
yields the linear equation of motion,

E OR 4
=573 = = 12H",
with a constant source. Because of this constant source,
analogous to (2.45), and the fact that the only invariant
scalar in de Sitter space is a constant, it is clear that no de
Sitter invariant constant solution to (5.6) for ¢ exists. In
the local form of the effective action (5.4), the freedom
to add homogeneous solutions to (5.6) is equivalent to that
of specifying the particular Green’s function inverse
A;'(x,x") dependent upon initial/boundary conditions in
the nonlocal form (5.1). It is also clear from the factorized
form (5.6) of A4 in de Sitter space that its inverse,

Ayglys = —0(=0 + 2H?)g (5.6)

1

AZl|dS:W - (-O0+2H%)7",

(D) (5.7
cannot be de Sitter invariant, since it is proportional to the
difference of the inverses of a massless, minimally coupled
(¢ = 0) scalar and a massless, conformally coupled (£ = é)
scalar, and no de Sitter invariant form of the former exists
[36]. Thus the breaking of de Sitter invariance and infrared
sensitivity to initial/boundary conditions is already appar-
ent from either the nonlocal one-loop effective action (5.1)
and nonexistence of a de Sitter invariant Feynman Green’s
function (5.7), or equivalently from the noninvariance of
the solutions to (5.6) and hence those of the local effective
action (5.4).

The form of the breaking of de Sitter invariance may be
studied through the stress tensor corresponding to the local
effective action (5.4), whose variation with respect to the
metric gives the tensor
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23S \ \%
E =—— ==-2 U

+2(Veg)(VV,V,0) +2(0) (Vo Vi)
~ V.V, (V9)] - 4H2(V,0)(Vs0)

+ 300 |~(O0 4 0VP] 4 282V

2 2
- Evavbm(p +4H?V V9 - §H29abD(P

+ 8H*g,, (5.8)
which is covariantly conserved by the use of (5.6). In (5.8)
we have evaluated E,, in de Sitter space and used the

notation (Vg)? = ¢g**(V ) (V,). The stress tensor Tﬁ) =
b'E, evaluated on solutions ¢ satisfying the classical linear
equation (5.6) may be used to evaluate the renormalized
expectation value (T,;,)g of the underlying QFT. This is
exact up to state-dependent (but curvature-independent)
terms if the spacetime is conformally flat as is de Sitter
space, and the QFT is classically conformally invariant [46].
We show below in particular that (5.8) reproduces the CTBD
state value exactly for classically conformally invariant
fields of any spin with an appropriate choice of ¢.

Since the fourth order linear operator A, in (5.6) factor-
izes into two second order wave operators for a conformally
coupled and minimally coupled massless scalar in de Sitter
space, the general homogeneous solution of (5.6) in coor-
dinates (1.2)is easily found in terms of s Y kim, and Vs Y kim,
and their complex conjugates. Inspection of these solutions,
(3.13)—(3.15) shows that the functions kL and Uy 3 may also
be written as a linear combination of exp[—i(k £ 1)z]. The
conformal covariance property of the operator A, is what
makes this rearrangement of the solutions possible. In de
Sitter spacetime (and in fact any conformally flat spacetime)
there is a second factorization of A, into two second order
operators, reflecting the fact that for a fixed k (5.6) may also
be written [47]

N d?
Al ()Y o () = Hicosy [% . 1)2}

& c
X {ﬁ + (k+ 1)2] k()Y ki, (N)
n
5.9)

in conformal time #, where H*cos*n = a™*. Thus the
homogeneous solutions of (5.6) are clearly linear combi-
nations of exp[—i(k & 1)n]Y (N) and their complex
conjugates. To these one must add a particular solution of
the inhomogeneous equation (5.6), which is easily found in
coordinates (1.2) to be

®o = 21In(cosh u). (5.10)
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This particular solution is O(4) invariant but not O(4, 1)
invariant. Other choices correspond to states of lower
symmetry, but some choice must be made since the
inhomogeneous term in (5.6) disallows the de Sitter invari-
ant choice of constant ¢. Then we may express the general
solution of (5.6) in the form

| kel @
=@ (u) +5 [ ’ =Y
PRIPIY ) '
biim,
m —l(k+l)’7Y - +CC:|, (5.11)
2k(k + 1) K

where ¢ (u) is the general solution of (5.6) for k =1,
constant on S°, given by

¢1(u) = @o(u) + co + c;sin~! (tanh u) + c,sech’u
+ c5 tanh usechu
= 21In(secn) + ¢y + ¢ + c,c08%5 + c3 sinncos,
(5.12)

with the c¢; arbitrary constants multiplying the 4 homo-
geneous solutions which are functions only of u or con-
formal time # defined in (3.15). The normalizations of the
k > 1 solutions in (5.11) are chosen to correspond to a
previous canonical analysis on the conformally related
Einstein static cylinder R ® S° where the ¢ = 26 field
was quantized and the (ayyy,. by,,) Obey canonical com-
mutation relations (the bklm,»bizm, with negative metric)
[47]. Here we treat all the expansion -coefficients
(Cis Akim,» bym,) of the general solution (5.11) to (5.6) for
the effective action in de Sitter space as ¢ numbers.

For O(4) invariant states the stress tensor can only be a
function of u. Because of the terms linear in ¢ in (5.8) this
corresponds to choosing all the coefficients ay;,,, = by, =0
in (5.11) for k > 1. With ¢ = ¢, (u) substituted into (5.8)
we obtain the energy density

—E",[p1(u)] =1 —E(P% + 2h@ ¢,

.3
+ 3<2h +5h2 —H2>¢% —2hip,
+2(H? = 3h%){p, — 6h(h + H?)¢y, (5.13)

where a dot denotes the derivative H~'d/du. Substituting
(5.12) into this expression gives

20

e=—b'E",[p,(u)] = —6b'H* +? (2 —c3—c3+4).

(5.14)

The first term gives the constant value of the renormalized
g, = —6b'H* for the de Sitter invariant state of a free
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conformal field of any spin, with the corresponding
pressure p, = —e, = 6b'H*. The second a~* term shows
that exactly the term corresponding to the relativistic limit,
obtained in Sec. IV from detailed analysis of the renor-
malized expectation value of the stress tensor of a quantum
field in the general O(4) invariant state, is reproduced by
the anomaly stress tensor (5.8) with a classical effective
field ¢ = ¢, (u). The spatial components,

2
E;lp1(u)] = 6H'g;; +g9i_;(0% -3 —c3+4), (5.15)

and equation of state p = ¢/3 for the second term are just
that required by covariant conservation (4.5) for this
general O(4) invariant state.

In (5.14) the arbitrary coefficients c; of the homogenous
solution in (5.12) appear and may be related to the sum
over the state-dependent coefficients N, By and K of (4.9).
The de Sitter invariant expectation value for (T,,)g is
recovered if

A+4=c3+c3 (de Sitter invariant(T;)), (5.16)
so that no relativistic radiation a™* term is present. Any
solution of (5.6) of the form (5.12) with the condition (5.16)
on the coefficients ¢; may be taken as corresponding to the
CTBD state and gives a de Sitter invariant stress tensor
with €, = —p,. It is interesting to note in passing that for
the particular values ¢y = —-2i and cy=c, =c3 =0,
exp[e; (u)] is just the (complex) conformal transformation
that maps flat space and its Minkowski vacuum to de Sitter
space and the CTBD invariant state |v). However, if we
restrict ¢ (1) of (5.12) to be real, and invariant under time
reversal u<> — u, corresponding to the discrete inversion
symmetry of the CTBD state, then ¢; = ¢3 = 0, and from
(5.16) ¢; = £2 so that

(u) = 2In(cosh u) + ¢( & 2sech’u

= —21In(cosn) + ¢y & 2cos’y (5.17)

is the background solution to (5.6) with e, = —6b'H* =
—p, most closely corresponding to [v). Since the stress
tensor (5.8) depends only upon derivatives of ¢, the
constant ¢, is irrelevant and may be set to zero, so that
the choice of solution (5.17) is determined up to the sign of
the last term.

This ¢(u) in (5.17) is a kind of mean value condensate of
the ¢ effective field in de Sitter. Although itself not de Sitter
invariant, it gives a stress tensor corresponding to the de
Sitter invariant CTBD state of the underlying QFT. It seems
that one has to consider more complicated expectation
values such as (T, T ;) in order to see directly the de Sitter
breaking effects of the inhomogeneous solution to (5.6).
This is similar to the de Sitter invariant stress tensor (7',;,)
obtained for a massless, minimally coupled field in de Sitter
space despite the non—de Sitter invariant vacuum state [36].

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 104039 (2014)

A small variation of ¢, away from 42 produces a de
Sitter noninvariant stress tensor of the form (5.14)—(5.15)
which is infinitesimally small at asymptotic past infinity /_
because of its a~* dependence upon the scale factor, but
which grows to finite values at the symmetric time u = 0.
The ¢; satisfying (5.16) are clearly a subset of a wider class
of a three parameter family corresponding to O(4) invariant
but non-O(4, 1) invariant states. In this parameterization
the condition (4.10) that the perturbations of the CTBD
state produce a large enough backreaction at u = 0 to affect
the classical geometry is

162GH | (2 — 2 — 2 +4)| 2 1. (5.18)
Clearly there is a large class of such states all of which have
exponentially vanishing de Sitter noninvariant energy den-
sities at times u — —oo in the infinite past. Since a pertur-
bation of the CTBD state with infinitesimally small energy
density at /_ with coefficients c; satisfying (5.18) produces a
large backreaction on the geometry at u = 0, we conclude
that the de Sitter invariant |v) state is unstable to such state
perturbations in the initial data of eternal de Sitter space.

Thus the anomaly effective action and stress tensor gives
the same result of instability of the CTBD state to perturba-
tions, obtained previously for massive scalar fields, without
any need of renormalization subtractions or mode sums,
although the connection to the large K cutoff in (4.9) or
(4.10), or to particle creation in the |in) state of (4.15) or [9] is
no longer transparent in (5.18). The anomaly derivation of
the instability condition (5.18) emphasizes its generality,
independent of the particular case of a noninteracting scalar
field, so that (5.18) holds for fields of any spin simply
by changing b’ according to (5.5), or more generally for
interacting QFTs as well with the appropriate b’. This result
and the composite effective field ¢ is similar to the generality
of the axial anomaly derivation of the linear growth of the
currentin a persistent electric field background in terms of the
bosonized effective field y in (2.47).

VI. STATES OF LOWER SYMMETRY: SPATIALLY
INHOMOGENEOUS STRESS TENSOR

The expansion (5.11) of the anomaly scalar ¢ also enables
a general study of states of lower than O(4) symmetry
simply by allowing any of the parameters ay,, Or by,
in the general solution (5.11) to be different from zero.
Substituting that general solution for ¢ in (5.8) gives a T,
which is a function of directions N on S* as well as u. In
order to study the effect of these O(4) breaking terms, we
linearize the anomaly stress tensor around the solution @(u)
of (5.17) with a de Sitter invariant stress tensor by
9 = p(u) + ¢(u, N) (6.1)
for ¢ a general solution of (5.6) with A,¢p = 0, expressed as
the sum of modes (5.11). To first order in ¢,
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EY) = 22(V(,#) (Vi) T0$) = 2(V(u05) (Vi) + 2(V.d)(VEV, V) + 2(VV,V,5) (Vo))

+2(00)(VaVeg) +2(VV,) (D) — %Vavb[gc‘i(vc@)(vdcb)] = 8H*(V(,0)(V, )

+ 00 { OO + 0T T + 2824V 0) ) |

~2V.9,0 + 4HV, V1 ~ 2 g0,

which is both covariantly conserved and traceless. Using
the identities

V.V.p=¢ (6.3a)

V.Vip = V(¢ - ho) (6.3b)
V.V.V.p=¢ (6.3¢)

V.V.Vip =V —2hp — he + hgp), (6.3d)

which are valid for any scalar function ¢ in the de Sitter
metric in coordinates (1.2), and the fact that @(u) is a
function only of u = Hr, we obtain

SEL" = 2p(0¢) +2(00) d + 24 + 25 —2(0p)p

~25(06) - OR)O8) -3 G +25§+5. )
F6Hp =30 ) + 2 (O] - 4H2
— %HZDqﬁ (6.4)

for the @ = b = u component of this linearized stress
tensor. Since the off-diagonal metric components, g,;,
are zero, it is slightly easier to compute in this case

EW =v,y =g,y (6.5)

where
VW = —4(0¢) — (Op) ¢ — 2p[d — 2k + (h* = )]
+2(00)($ ~ h) +5 G b+i d—hiv )

~ 4Hp =3 [(C) ~ K9] + 4H($ ~ ).
(6.6)

The linearized energy density perturbation in a given
(klm;) mode can be obtained from this component by
using the conservation equation V,7Me =0 with
T(])ab — b/E(l)ab, or

88(1) A3

(e 4 o) = pr 23y
ks (et + pt) ;

H 2

6.7)

(6.2)

|
together with the condition,

p) = —¢gll)] (6.8)

following from the vanishing of the trace, with the
result that

m _ b fu (1)
Ekim; = W/—oo dua2A3vklm,

(k2 — 1) u (1)
=-b e ). duanklm].

(6.9)

Substituting (5.11) and (5.17) into (6.6), we obtain in
particular the contributions

2. . 2H3
—gq_aqb = ?kzsechzutanh u(1F2sech’u)
Dy ,—i(k-1) biim, —i(k+1)
= ¢ Yiim, +—=€ "Y tim, 1 C.C.
[\/ik kim, V2k kim,
+e (6.10)
and
2 2H?

-3 (Og) = 5 k*sech®u [—i % MY i,

.bklm, —ikn
+lﬁ€ Yklm,+c-c- +, (611)

both of which are shown to leading order in k. The ellipsis
and all other terms in (6.6) are subleading in k for k > 1.
Since these terms are linear in k for large k, and because of
the additional factor of k? from (6.9), these leading terms in
kin e,((]) are proportional to k. Next taking into account the
time dependence, we observe that since e*" = sechu &

itanhu — Fi as u — —oo, the leading sech?u behavior of
V,S) cancels in the sum of (6.10) and (6.11), so that the

my
integrand of (6.9) vanishes at its lower limit, making the
integral convergent. The surviving subleading term then
gives a contribution to (6.9) of
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m _ Y
Eim, =~

33/2 [u
I \/T-/ du sechu tanh u[(ay,, + biym,)
a —

X e~ MY 1, +cc]

e
3

H* I sech®u[(agm, + biim, )Y gim, + c.C.]

(6.12)

as u — —oo. The integral in (6.12) can be computed exactly
for u = 0 with the result

2
8l(cir)n,|u:0 - _b/H4\/?.k2[(aklm, + bklm,)ik+l Yklm, + C'C'}
(6.13)

for k> 1. Since the contribution of this O(4) breaking
leading term in k to the total linearized energy density is

oo k-1 1

3 33
l

k=1 1=0 m=—

(6.14)

it falls off proportional to @~ from (6.12) and hence a
factor of a~! faster than the O(4) symmetric terms in (5.14)
as u — —oo. From (6.13) at u = 0 its maximum value
grows with the maximum momentum K for which the
coefficients ay,, or by, are nonzero, proportional to

" K k=1 1 K
1 ~ _h HA 2 o _H H4 4
e g~ =b'H*Y S N "k bHA dkk

k=1 1=0 m;=—1 =1

5
—

5 (6.15)

and hence can easily exceed (5.14) at the symmetric point
u = 0 if K > 1. The backreaction of these O(4) breaking
terms in the stress tensor becomes significant when

K IS
BAGH?|b'| - |akin,| ~ 82GH?|b| %~ bxin, | 2 1 (6.16)

which is even easier to satisfy for a larger range of state
coefficients. Thus these k-dependent O(4) breaking terms
begin smaller and, for large enough K, grow larger to
dominate the a=* de Sitter breaking O(4) symmetric terms
(5.14) in the stress tensor as a decreases from infinity at 7_.

We conclude that the general O(4) invariant vacuum
states |f) defined by (3.20)—(3.26) are dynamically unsta-
ble to producing large deviations in the stress tensor, even
more so than the O(4,1) invariant |v). Hence the O(4)
symmetry subgroup and spatial homogeneity is also spon-
taneously broken in eternal de Sitter space. This conclusion
which follows from the stress tensor of the anomaly could
also be obtained by calculating the expectation value
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(Tup)g for O(4) noninvariant states in the underlying
QFT in de Sitter space.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The main conclusion of our analysis of possible states in
both de Sitter space and in a constant, uniform electric field
is that the most symmetric state in such persistent back-
ground fields is not the stable vacuum state. Unlike flat
Minkowski space where the Poincaré invariant vacuum is
determined by a physical minimization of the energy, no
such conserved Hamiltonian bounded from below exists in
either de Sitter space or in a constant, uniform electric field.
Instead both of these systems are characterized by a mixing
of particle and antiparticle modes with respect to any
proposed Hamiltonian generator, and are therefore unstable
to spontaneous particle pair creation from the vacuum
[8-10]. In each case the persistent or eternal background
classical field provides an inexhaustible supply of energy
to create pairs at a finite rate and subsequently accelerate
them to ultrarelativistic particle energies. In this situation
one should expect the symmetric state to be unstable to
perturbations and capable of generating large backreaction
effects, even in a semiclassical mean field approximation in
which particle self-interactions are neglected. The study of
particle creation in real time and the resulting vacuum
decay rate given in an accompanying publication [9] is
perhaps the clearest path to the instability of eternal de
Sitter space.

In this work we have provided two additional approaches
to an analysis of the instability. These are both based not on
any particular definition of particles but on the study of
perturbations of the maximally symmetric |v) states and
the conserved currents they produce. In the electric field
background this state is constructed in Sec. I and is a self-
consistent solution of the semiclassical Maxwell equa-
tions (2.23b) just as the O(4, 1) invariant CTBD state is a
self-consistent solution of the semiclassical Einstein equa-
tions (1.7), with a shifted cosmological constant. In each
case there are large classes of perturbations of the symmetric
state that produce an electric current (j.) or stress tensor
(T ,p) that are initially zero or negligibly small, but which
grow larger than any prescribed finite value. In each case this
is due to the blueshifting of field modes to ultrarelativistic
energies. In de Sitter space this occurs clearly in the
contracting phase u# < 0, and requires that backreaction of
the energy-momentum through the semiclassical Einstein
equations (1.7) be taken into account. Hence the assumption
of a fixed de Sitter background is violated, eternal de Sitter
space is unstable to perturbations satisfying (4.10), which
produce large backreaction effects, and the classical O(4, 1)
symmetry is broken by quantum fluctuations.

The second approach to instability of the maximally
symmetric state in both the electric field and de Sitter
backgrounds is through the relation to a quantum anomaly.
The chiral anomaly and bosonization method in the
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two-dimensional Schwinger model shows that the invari-
ance of the electric field background is broken by quantum
effects. In the approximation of a fixed background field
the solutions of the anomaly equation (2.45) for the
effective boson field which are spatially homogeneous
predict the linear growth with time (2.47), found also by
direct study of the perturbations of the symmetric state.
Even atthe level of the effective action (2.48), the appearance
of the Green’s function [(J~! of the two-dimensional wave
operator makes it clear that there will be infrared sensitivity
to boundary and/or initial conditions associated with the
anomaly.

In the gravitational case it is the conformal trace anomaly
which produces long lived infrared effects sensitive to
either boundary or initial conditions. It is important that
the kinematics of the persistent de Sitter background will
always produce ultrarelativistic energies for large enough k
so that the stress tensor eventually behaves like that of a
massless conformal field which is described by the stress
tensor of the anomaly. From the nonlocal form (5.1) and the
infrared properties of the conformal operator A, and its
inverse, it is already clear without detailed calculation that
de Sitter invariance is broken. As for the two-dimensional
chiral anomaly one can introduce a composite effective
bosonic field ¢ whose equation of motion (5.6) has a
constant source and therefore possesses no de Sitter
invariant solutions. Since the Eq. (5.6) is de Sitter invariant
but none of its solutions are, the anomaly provides a
mechanism for spontaneous breaking of de Sitter symmetry
[48]. The behavior of the O(4) symmetric solutions which
break de Sitter invariance is easily found and the same
conclusion of the instability of global de Sitter space to
these state perturbations follows. The anomaly approach is
quite general and shows that the same large backreaction
effect and instability to initial state perturbations occurs in
de Sitter space for fields of any spin.

In both cases it is essential that moderate or small
physical momenta are blueshifted to very large physical
momenta, arbitrarily large if backreaction is turned off and
the background field persists indefinitely. This unbounded-
ness and relation to anomalies is a direct consequence of
the infinite reservoir of arbitrarily high momentum or short
distance modes in any vacuum state of QFT with no UV
cutoff. The physical momentum which first produces large
backreaction effects is of order /HMp,. There is thus an
interesting interplay of UV and IR physics in these effects,
as has been noticed by other authors [49,50].

The instability of the de Sitter invariant state to large
backreaction effects shows that the O(4, 1) symmetry of
global de Sitter space is broken by quantum perturbations
of the state. Of course, one can still construct fully O(4, 1)
invariant theories in eternal fixed de Sitter spacetime
mathematically by continuation from the Euclidean S*,
order by order in perturbation theory [51,52]. By this
construction the very state perturbations responsible for the
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instability of de Sitter space in real time are disallowed by
the Euclidean regularity conditions. If one requires these
regularity conditions, either explicitly by analytic continu-
ation from S*, or implicitly in an in-in formalism in the
Poincaré patch [53], and fixes the geometry to be de Sitter
exactly, also disallowing the possibility of any dynamical
backreaction through the semiclassical Einstein equations,
it is not surprising then to find no sign of the instability we
have discussed in this paper, in which these very restrictive
assumptions are relaxed. This shows that it is not matter
self-interactions per se which are critical for the instability,
but rather the initial or boundary conditions imposed on
states and Green’s functions. If Euclidean boundary con-
ditions are imposed, matter interactions lead to no apparent
instability [51,52]. Conversely, instability is seen once
those restricted boundary/initial conditions are relaxed,
even in free QFT, and the backreaction effects of the
energy-momentum tensor on the background de Sitter
geometry are considered.

In [51,52] it has been further argued that any correlation
function of an interacting massive scalar field theory
approaches the expected CTBD value at late times or large
spacetime separation at any order of perturbation theory,
for an appropriately dense set of states. The approach to
O(4,1) invariance at late times is similar to that found
earlier in [13], where it was proven that for all fourth order
UV finite (and therefore Hadamard) adiabatic initial states
with a spatially homogeneous and isotropic stress-energy
tensor, the renormalized stress-energy expectation value
(T“,) for a free scalar field with m? + £R > 0 asymptoti-
cally approaches its CTBD value in the expanding Poincaré
patch of de Sitter space (1.4). In this sense the CTBD state
is a late time attractor for (7“,) in de Sitter space for a
free, massive scalar QFT, and appears to be quite stable.
The attractor or “cosmic no-hair”’ behavior at late times, i.e.
asymptotic future infinity /__ in Fig. 2, found in [13] or at
large separations in [51,52] is clearly a result of the
cosmological redshift, which applies both in the expanding
Poincaré patch and the u > 0 half of the full manifold in
coordinates (1.2).

In this paper we have focused on the extreme sensitivity
to initial conditions and instability of the stress tensor to
perturbations due to the converse blueshifting effect in the
contracting half # < 0 of the full de Sitter manifold. Due to
this initial state sensitivity the backreaction must be taken
into account long before the expanding phase even begins.
If one nevertheless simply begins the Universe’s evolution
with only an expanding section of de Sitter space, the
question naturally arises as to whether and how the global
de Sitter instability we have demonstrated in this and the
preceding paper [9] are relevant to inflation, cosmological
vacuum energy, or cosmology more generally.

In this connection we make the following observations:

(i) de Sitter space is a homogeneous space, all points of

which are a priori equivalent. There is thus no
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invariant meaning to the contracting vs the expand-
ing phase, these distinctions becoming meaningful
only after initial conditions on a definite time slicing
are imposed, which break O(4, 1) invariance.

(i) The present study shows that O(4, 1) invariance is
necessarily broken by quantum fluctuations, the
larger k values with larger spatial inhomogeneities
producing the larger energy-momentum tensor de-
viations from the de Sitter invariant equation of state
p = —p, so that the assumption of de Sitter invari-
ance and relevance to cosmology of the O(4,1)
invariant CTBD state is open to question.

(iii) The anomaly stress tensor shows that there are also
spatially inhomogeneous perturbations of the initial
state that break O(4) symmetry and that vanish more
rapidly in the infinite past and blueshift to even
larger values at later times than the O(4) symmetric
ones. This shows that there is no spatially homo-
geneous O(4) invariant stable vacuum state in global
de Sitter space either.

(iv) In the expanding Poincaré patch a small amplitude
deviation of the state from the CTBD state in
sufficiently high |k| modes also produces large
deviations of the stress tensor (proportional to
a™ = e™*H7) at sufficiently early times 7 — —oo,
highlighting the potentially extreme sensitivity of
inflation to its UV initial conditions.

(v) In static coordinates (1.5) which cover one quarter of
de Sitter space, cf. Fig. 2, entirely contained within
the expanding Poincaré patch, individual field
modes are infinitely blueshifted in the vicinity of
the horizon r = H™' relative to r = 0. Since the
instability studied in this paper arises when slight
perturbations become strongly blueshifted, a similar
instability to spatially inhomogeneous perturbations
on the horizon scale should be expected.
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(vi) Fluctuations in the stress tensor (7, (x)7T.4(x")) are
certainly spatially inhomogeneous for spacelike
separations on the horizon scale H™'.

(vii) In a previous study of linear response in de Sitter
space [15], incorporating these fluctuations in the
stress tensor away from its mean value, we have
found correspondingly large stress tensor perturba-
tions in the vicinity of the cosmological horizon in
the static coordinates of de Sitter space, suggesting
that both de Sitter invariance and spatial homo-
geneity are broken at the horizon scale H~!.

(viii)) These new scalar cosmological horizon modes
associated with the anomaly effective field and
stress tensor are capable of generating fluctuations
on the horizon which describe the observed anisot-
ropies in the CMB [54].

These considerations taken together lead to the con-
clusion that de Sitter space is neither eternal nor able to
preserve its spatial homogeneity under quantum state
perturbations. They suggest instead that spatially inhomo-
geneous models of cosmological dark energy on the
Hubble horizon scale H~', possessing at most only rota-
tional O(3) symmetry, may be required for a stable
quantum vacuum state, and for determining the magnitude
of cosmological dark energy in the universe.
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