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We develop a new regularization method for the stress-energy tensor and the two-point function of free
quantum scalar fields propagating in cosmological spacetimes. We proceed by extending the adiabatic
regularization scheme with the introduction of two additional mass scales. By setting them to the order of
the physical scale of the studied scenario, we obtain ultraviolet-regularized quantities that do not distort the
power spectra amplitude at the infrared scales amplified by the expansion of the Universe. This is not
ensured by the standard adiabatic approach. We also show how our proposed subtraction terms can be
interpreted as a renormalization of coupling constants in the Einstein equations. We finally illustrate our
proposed regularization method in two scenarios of cosmological interest: de Sitter inflation and geometric

reheating.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum field theory in curved spacetime provides the
most adequate framework to study the dynamics of
quantum fields propagating on classical background space-
times [1-4]. A fundamental implication of the theory is the
one of gravitational particle production, which takes place
e.g. when the Universe expands nonadiabatically [5-7] or
near the event horizon of a black hole [8]. In the cosmo-
logical context, this provides a natural mechanism for the
excitation of metric fluctuations during inflation [9-12],
which constitute the seeds for the formation of structure in
the Universe [13,14]. The excited tensor perturbations also
constitute a relevant source of primordial gravitational
waves, whose amplitude is observationally upper bounded
by cosmic microwave background experiments [15].
Gravitational effects can also play an important role in
the production of particles at the end of inflation [16] or
during reheating [17]. For a recent review on cosmological
particle production, see Ref. [18].

An essential problem when working with quantum fields
in curved spacetimes is the one of renormalization, which is
challenging even for free fields. For instance, if we consider
a free scalar field ¢p and compute the expectation value of its
stress-energy tensor (7,,(x)), we find new ultraviolet
divergences that are not present in flat spacetime, and
hence cannot be removed by a normal ordering procedure.
A similar problem appears in the two-point function
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(¢p(x)p(x")) when evaluated at coincident spacetime points
x — x'. Several regularization and renormalization meth-
ods to deal with these divergences have been developed for
quantum fields in curved spacetimes; see e.g. [1,3] for
standard textbooks on the subject.

In this work we focus on regularization in cosmo-
logical spacetimes, described by Friedmann-Lemaitre-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metrics. An extensively used
regularization scheme in these spacetimes is adiabatic
regularization [19-21], which is based on an adiabatic
WKB-like expansion of the field modes. Given an
unregularized quantity, one can identify its ultraviolet-
divergent contributions by expanding it adiabatically up
to a certain order, and then subtracting the obtained terms to
obtain a finite expression. Despite being specific to FLRW
metrics, the method is equivalent to general curved back-
ground constructions [22,23], which ensures that observ-
ables are constructed in a local covariant way. It is also
very convenient to use in numerical computations (see e.g.
[24-26]) and can also be applied to the construction of
preferred vacuum states [27,28]. The method has been
extended to the regularization of spin-1/2 fields [29-32]
and spin-1 fields [33].

However, although the subtraction terms obtained
through the adiabatic expansion successfully remove the
ultraviolet divergences, it has been shown that they can
distort the amplitude at infrared scales, especially in the
case of light scalar fields. For example, the regularized
power spectrum of a light field in de Sitter spacetime
(m < H) gets significantly suppressed at scales k 2 am,
and it is exactly zero in the massless limit m — 0 [34].
These results can potentially change the standard
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observable predictions of slow-roll inflation [35-37], and
have been critically examined in several works [38—43] (see
also [44]). This is still considered an open problem, as
reflected by more recent studies that have tackled this issue
from different perspectives. For example, in [45] it was
emphasized that different renormalizations can be found by
expressing the subtraction terms in de Sitter space as
counterterms in the Lagrangian. In [46], an infrared cutoff
was introduced in the adiabatic subtraction terms to tame
the infrared distortions, and in [47] the authors developed a
different method based on a resummation of the entire
adiabatic expansion.

In any case, it is important to emphasize that the
regularization program is in principle ambiguous, and
different methods can indeed produce different results.
This is already the case of perturbative quantum field
theory in Minkowski spacetime, where this ambiguity is
encapsulated in the renormalized coupling constants (we
will later come back to this point in the case of the
gravitational coupling constants). Motivated by this idea,
in Ref. [48] we developed a new regularization method for
the two-point function at coincident spacetime points,
based on an extension of the standard adiabatic scheme.
We proposed a new set of subtraction terms that success-
fully cancel the ultraviolet divergences but also minimize
the introduced distortions at momenta scales k < M,
where M is an arbitrary mass scale fixed by our choice
of regularization scheme. This new method is compatible
with the ambiguities allowed by the renormalization pro-
gram and is consistent with local covariance (unlike e.g.
introducing a hard infrared cutoff in the adiabatic sub-
traction terms, as shown in the Appendix of [48]). Our
scheme yields, for a light scalar field in de Sitter space
(m < H), a scale-invariant regularized power spectrum

A((/)reg) ~ H?/(4z*) at super-Hubble scales.

In this work we continue the program initiated in
Ref. [48], by extending the method to the regularization
of the scalar field’s stress-energy tensor. As we shall see, in
this case the subtraction terms will depend instead on two
arbitrary mass scales M, and M,, which minimize the
infrared distortions if they take sufficiently large values. As
we shall see, their minimum required value to overcome the
problem of the infrared distortions is around the physical
scale of the studied scenario, e.g. the Hubble parameter for
de Sitter inflation or the inflaton’s oscillation frequency for
geometric reheating (see Sec. V for more details). For this
reason, we have named our proposed regularization scheme
physical scale adiabatic regularization (PSAR).

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II we
present the different equations describing the dynamics of
scalars field in cosmological spacetimes and review the
standard adiabatic regularization method. In Sec. III we
present our proposed PSAR method and apply it to the
regularization of the stress-energy tensor and the two-point
function. In Sec. IV we interpret our regularization scheme

in terms of the renormalization of coupling constants,
which we then fix according to a physically motivated
renormalization condition. In Sec. V we illustrate our
proposed regularization method in two scenarios of cos-
mological interest: de Sitter expansion and geometric
reheating after inflation. In Sec. VI we discuss our results
and conclude.

II. SCALAR FIELD IN A COSMOLOGICAL
SPACETIME

The aim of this work is to reexamine the regularization of
expectation values built from free scalar fields propagating
in cosmological spacetimes. Let us first introduce the basic
equations describing their dynamics. The action of a scalar
field ¢ can be written as,

4. 9) =5 [ A3 0,00, — (ER + m?)?).
(n

where g is the determinant of the spacetime metric g,, and
m? is the mass squared of the field. We have included a
nonminimal coupling between the field and the Ricci scalar
R, whose strength is parametrized by the dimensionless
constant £. The equation of motion is

(O+ER+m?)p =0, (EEAVAVHR (2)

and its stress-energy tensor can be written as

(a,b,c=0,1,2,3)

58,
S gab

1 . m*
= va¢vb¢ - Egabv ¢Vc¢ + Yab 745

Tab = 2|g|_1/2

- g(Rab - %Rgab> ¢2 + g(gabvcchﬁz - vavb¢2)'
(3)

In the particular case of the spatially flat FLRW metric
ds?* = a*(7)(d7* — dx*) (where 7 denotes the conformal
time coordinate), Eq. (2) reads as (' = d/dr)

"

VAL Tt ERED=0. RE)=6%. (@

Let us now quantize our scalar field. We do this by
upgrading the field to an operator and performing the
following decomposition in terms of field modes:
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3
(5)

where AI; and Ay are creation and destruction operators
obeying the commutation relations [Ak,AlT(,] = Ok x- The
field modes y; are solutions of the equation of motion,

1
1+ <k2 + m?a® + (5 - 6) 02R>)(k =0, (0)

and must also obey the following normalization condition
in order to ensure the standard canonical commutation
relations:

X = X = i (7)

A particular solution for y; defines a vacuum state |0)
through the condition Ay|0) = 0. We can then use the
above decomposition to build the two-point function
between two spacetime points x = (z,x) and x’ = (7/,x’)
as follows:

(#(x)p(x)) = (0lgp(x)(x') 0)

~ oy [ R 0 ©

We are concerned with the regularization of this quantity at
coincident spacetime points x — x/, as in this limit it
|

1
(1) = a7 [ ).

1
a

contains quadratic and logarithmic ultraviolet divergences.
Similarly, we can express the expectation value of the scalar
field’s stress-energy tensor in the following perfect fluid
form:

(Tap) = 01T s (%)[0) = =gap(p) + ((P) + (p))utatty, (9)

where u® = (a=',0,0,0) is the four-velocity of a comoving
observer, and p and p are the energy and pressure densities
of the fluid respectively. In general, both expectation values
(p) and (p) contain quartic, quadratic, and logarithmic
ultraviolet divergences.

Let us now write expressions for (¢?), (p) and (p) in
terms of integrals over momenta. By defining conformally
rescaled field mode amplitudes as &, = y;/a, we obtain the
following expressions:

el R
(p) = (2;3 / d*k{py).

1
) = g { P + 02+ w2

() =

(d2) =l (10)

a/Z a/
RS CT I TAY Al

a a

k2 " 72
(pe) = 5 {108 = (5 -+ e JimP =262 = 120)% -

!
#26(% O+ 158 =201+ 20 + 202 ) (12)

These expressions allow us to define unregularized power
spectra A, (for ¢ = ¢?, p, p) associated to these quantities
as follows:

3

@)= [dloghap),  Ap) =55 @) (13)

0) = [dlogka (0. AM0=5l) (14)
3

()= [awgka . AW =550 (15)

where we have used d*k = 4zk*dlog k due to isotropy.

|

Equations (13), (14) and (15) are divergent in the
ultraviolet, so a regularization method needs to be per-
formed in order to cancel these divergences and obtain
finite quantities. We can achieve this by subtracting an
appropriately chosen set of subtraction terms S, (for
¢ = ¢?,p, p) inside the momentum integrals. We denote
the resulting regularized expectation values as (:c:). We
can then write

(1) = s [ K - 5p)
3
— A (K = s (9D - S, (16)
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(i0) = s [ M) =)

- 0= (0 -8, 17)
(i) = s [ K0 =5,)

- AR = () =S, (19

where for each expectation value we have defined its
regularized power spectrum :A.:. If the chosen subtrac-
tion terms have the appropriate ultraviolet behavior, they
should cancel the UV divergences of the unregularized
quantity, and hence the resulting regularized spectra should
behave as 1 A.: ~ k~* with a > O for large k. Note that the
regularized stress-energy tensor can be built from the
regularized energy and pressure densities as

(Tapt) = =gap(ipt) + () + Cp2)uguy. (19)

A. Adiabatic regularization

Let us now review the adiabatic regularization method
for scalar fields [5—7], which allows us to obtain a set of
subtraction terms with the appropriate ultraviolet behavior.
The method is based on a WKB-like adiabatic expansion of
the field modes, which up to nth order takes the form

; (n)
1 e ft w (T')d‘r’

2 =ah ~
2w, (z)

W = 0® 4+ ol 4t ol 0)
The superscripts in the different a)g{j ) terms (with
j=0,...n) indicate their adiabatic order, defined as the
number of time derivatives of the scale factor they contain
(e.g. a" is of order three, while a’?a” is of order four). We

(0)

fix the zeroth order of the expansion to w,” =w=

k*> +m?a’. By substituting (20) into (6) and solving
the equation iteratively for increasingly higher adiabatic
orders, we can derive the expansion up to any finite order 7,
obtaining this way a unique expression of ;(,(("). The first
terms of the expansion are

w,(co):a), (21)
o) = ol =0, (22)
2
@ 1 —1/2d_ —1/2 l -1 _l 2R 2
o =0T T gp et e (Eog )R (23)

2
4 _ 1 (2>a)‘3/2d—a)‘1/2 —lw‘l( (2))2

Pk Ty dr? 27\
— lwl/z d_2 (a)‘3/2w(2)) (24)
4 dr? ’

In order to obtain the subtraction terms that regularize a
given expectation value, we must first write it as an integral
of an expression of field modes over momenta, like in
Egs. (16)—(18). We then replace the modes y; in such an
expression by the expansion (20), and expand it up to the
maximum order that guarantees ultraviolet convergence.
Due to dimensional reasons, the stress-energy tensor
requires an adiabatic expansion up to fourth order, while
the two-point function only requires an expansion up to
second order. The adiabatic subtraction terms for the two-
point function are

. 1 (0-2)
Sp = (D) = <W)

_1 ” 1"
:1_(5 R 3a)+a) (25)

2a%w b 16d%0 | 8d2a*’

where the superscript (0 — ) over a given quantity indi-
cates that orders from O to n of its expansion are included.
Similarly, the subtraction terms for the energy and pressure
densities can be obtained as'

S,= (ol S, = (i)Y (26)

One can check that the resulting regularized stress-energy
tensor is conserved, and that it vanishes in the limit of
Minkowski spacetime (which we denote as M) for the
Poincaré-invariant vacuum state, i.e., (:7,,: )[4 = 0.
Before moving on, it is convenient to define a zeroth-
order-subtracted power spectrum for each quantity, in
which only the zeroth-order adiabatic term has been
subtracted from the unregularized expression, i.e.,

c=p.p.p* (27

Note that in Minkowski spacetime we have AE-O S)| m =0,
i.e. this construction successfully removes the vacuum
contribution. However, Eq. (27) is still ultraviolet divergent
in generic FLRW spacetimes: the one of the two-point
function still has a residual logarithmic divergence, while
the ones of the stress-energy tensor still have both quadratic
and logarithmic ones.

'Here we do not write explicit expressions for these subtraction
terms, but we can provide a Mathematica notebook containing
them upon request.
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III. REGULARIZATION WITHOUT
INFRARED DISTORTIONS

In this paper we wish to construct a regularization scheme
for the stress-energy tensor that removes its ultraviolet
divergences, while simultaneously fulfilling the following
three conditions:

(i) It must yield (:7,: )|, = 0 in the Minkowskian
limit. In other words, the regularization scheme must
be equivalent to the well-known normal-ordering
prescription in Minkowski spacetime.

(i) The regularized stress-energy tensor must be con-
served, i.e. V4(:T,,: ) =0.

(iii) The regularization procedure must not significantly
distort the amplitude of the power spectra (17)
and (18) at the momenta scales amplified by the
nonadiabatic expansion of the Universe. More spe-
cifically, we require that :A.: (k) ~ A (k) (with
¢ = p, p) for all infrared modes k < k., where k is
the maximum amplified momentum.

The standard adiabatic scheme reviewed in Sec. I A
does indeed satisfy conditions (i) and (ii). However, it
fails to satisfy condition (iii). The reason is apparent
if we inspect e.g. the subtraction terms for the two-point
function (25): for momenta k > am, contributions to the
momentum integral from second- and higher-order terms of
the expansion behave as ~k?-w=%/% ~ k*~¢ with ¢ = 3.
Therefore, if the maximum amplified physical momentum
is larger than the field mass ma < k., the subtractions will
introduce spurious infrared distortions. We shall see an
example of this in Sec. VA, where we consider a field with
mass m < H (where H is the Hubble parameter) propa-
gating in de Sitter spacetime. In this scenario we have
k. ~ H, so the adiabatic scheme does indeed introduce
unwanted distortions.

The root of the problem lies in the zeroth-order term of the
expansion, which in the standard adiabatic approach is set to

a),io) = o = (k> + a®m?)"/2. 1tis thus desirable to construct

a regularization scheme that incorporates the advantages of
adiabatic regularization but also gets rid of this assumption,
so that we are able to reproduce the spectrum at infrared
scales. A first step in this direction was taken by some of us
in [48], where we developed such a construction for the
regularized two-point function at coincident spacetime
points. Here we generalize our results to the more compli-
cated regularized stress-energy tensor.

Note that an important result in renormalization theory in
curved spacetime is that two different regularization meth-
ods for the stress-energy tensor compatible with locality
and covariance (or more generally satisfying the Wald
axioms [2]) can differ by a finite amount of geometrical
terms

<:Tab: > - <:Tab:> = AYGap +ﬂGab =+ 7(1>Hab’ (28)

where {a, 3,7} are three dimensionless parameters, G,
is the Einstein tensor, and (H,, = 2R.,;, —2g,,0R —
19.»R? +2RR,, is a higher-order geometrical tensor.”
We can make use of this arbitrariness to construct an
alternative subtraction scheme that is equivalent to adiabatic
regularization up to the geometrical terms in (28). Since
adiabatic regularization has been shown to be equivalent to
methods in general curved spacetimes [22,23], the new
method will also be equivalent to these up to geometric
arbitrariness. In the following section we show how to
incorporate the allowed arbitrariness in the subtraction terms

of (p), (p) and (¢?).

A. Construction of the PSAR method

We now construct an alternative regularization method
that fulfills all three conditions of the above list, using as a
basis the arbitrariness allowed by Eq. (28). Our starting
point is the work carried out in Ref. [49], in which the
standard adiabatic expansion was generalized with the
introduction of an arbitrary mass scale u, obtaining this
way a generalized “off-shell” type of prescription for
adiabatic regularization. We denote this new approach as
u-adiabatic regularization. In order to illustrate this
method, it is convenient to rewrite the field mode equa-
tion (6) as follows:

1
X+ (wﬁ —prd +mra® + <§ - 6> azR))(k =0,

w, =\/k* + p*a?, (29)

where the mass parameter ¢ has been introduced. As in the
standard adiabatic procedure, we expand the field modes
with the WKB-like template

n 7(n 1 —i [FW" ()dr
2 = ahl)) e P
2" (z)
w=al +al) +- -+, (30)

but now the zeroth order of the expansion is fixed to be
d),((o) = w, (the overline notation will be used to denote
terms constructed from this generalized p-adiabatic expan-
sion). Higher-order terms of the expansion can be obtained
by substituting the ansatz (30) into (29) and solving order
by order, where the rest of the parentheses of (29) must be
considered of adiabatic order two (i.e. in this expansion
both m? and y? are of order two). We obtain

&),((m = w,, (31)

*Note that if we were working in a general curved back-
ground, we would need to include a second higher-order tensor
®H g = Riap =392 R =R 1y =390 Rap R + 2R R gy In (28).
However, @H , is proportional to (VH ,;, in an FLRW spacetime
so it is not independent.
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o 1 o2 & _ip
2 Ou drza)”

—|—%a);1[<§——) a’R + a*m?* — a*u? (33)

W l_@ apd _ip 1 . _ @
oY =2 Lo L @y
1 yp d? -3/22(2)
40’/4 dz(w @y ) (34)

Note that these terms coincide with the standard adiabatic
ones (21)—(24) for the choice y = m.

The p-dependent subtraction terms for the two-point
function are obtained, as before, by expanding (¢7?) up to
second order,

Sp =

1 2 _m?
—oat (u ! )
a‘w, 4(0”
_EogR_ 3 wf o (35)
4(1),34 16 aza)z Sazwﬁ.

Similarly, one could in principle construct subtraction
terms for the stress-energy tensor by simply expanding
|

(:Tp: )= /dlogk(—(Ap—Sp)gab+(Ap

= /dlog k(=(4,

— 3 gap + (8, =8 4 A

{pe) 0% and (p,)*=* up to fourth order. However, one can
show that the regularized stress-energy tensor obtained this
way is not conserved. We can solve this issue by modifying
the subtraction terms as follows:

5, =T + 1T, (36)

ou’

8y =Ty - L

0™, (37)

where the extra terms in S_p and S_p are chosen such that the
condition V4(:T,,: ) =0 holds. Observe that the sub-
traction terms S_¢z :9/, and S » coincide with the standard
adiabatic ones Sy, S, and S, for u =m

Note that some of the fourth-order subtraction terms
obtained with (36) and (37) will be finite after integration in
momenta and can be integrated out. They are hence not
strictly necessary in order to remove the ultraviolet diver-
gences of the stress-energy tensor. In that regard, it is
convenient to decompose the subtraction terms as S, =
Sﬁd) + SE“ for ¢ =p, p, where 3‘<cd) contains all the
divergent subtraction terms, and Séf) is composed by the
finite terms that can be expressed as geometric tensors after
integration in momenta. The regularized stress-energy
tensor can then be written as,

where in the second line we have defined the following geometric tensor:

Tf)zL lR RS 1 R
ab = 6472 \ 45 C450 e

V,V,R -
5ab

- Sp + Ap - Sﬂ)uaub)
=(d n (& —l)
~ 8 uqup) + T +T8n'62(1) abs (38)
L 4 L og (39)
) caR gab 135 gab 135 YGab |-

Let us explicitly write the divergent part of the subtraction terms. For the energy density we obtain the following sum of

zeroth-, second-, and fourth-order terms:

Q old, o(d, o(d,
b =500+ 8 1 5, (40)
2 4 2 4
dw,a  2a°  4w,a 16a) 8w, 16w,
S<d'2> — (¢ _1 uta? 3ula 3a’? 2m2a ~ 3m2a”? )
’ 6 40)5 2 4603 4 Zwﬂa6 4wia®>  4dwiat )’
- 1\2 27,“ alza// 961/2 " 90(3)61/ 90"2
5 =65 : 43
7)) oo ol 20 e @)
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For the pressure density we obtain

ngd) = SE}d.O) + S.gd,z) + Sg)dA)’ (44)
3 @0 u5a? 2 o, Wmld®  Pmta® m2 ut ,u2m2 m* @s)
P 16w, 12w,a*  6a* 8w 16w, Rw,a* 48w, 24w} 16w’
S(dl) (e 1 15#661/2 3/4261’2 +3M4a// N ,u a’ 34q? a’ 15/44m2a’2
P 6 4o, 4o} a’ 2w5a 2wia’ 2a)Ma6 w,a’ 4o,
3 2 2 /2 3 2 2 // 2 .12 2. .1
_/45 _opTm m3a +m3a>’ (46)
Zwﬂa Zwﬂa 4a)ﬂa Zwﬂa
_ 1 45 4 /2 a" 18 2 /2 a" 2 .(3) 27 2 //2 12 ” a" 15 (3) 15 2 3 4)
Sg’d"‘): g_* ﬂ7 + Ius 5 9ﬂ 651 4a ﬂs c; 7 a3 ? - ?6+ a% 5" (47)
6 2a)ﬂa w,a w,a 4w, a* wya 2w,a dwya®  2wpa

One can show that the difference between the stress-
energy tensors regularized with the adiabatic and p-adia-
batic approaches can be written as in Eq. (28), where a,
and y depend on u. Therefore, both methods satisfy the
Wald axioms. More generally, Eq. (28) allows us to
introduce different arbitrary mass scales at zeroth, second,
and fourth adiabatic orders, which we denote as M, M,
and M, respectively. We can then change the subtraction
terms as follows:

(S50).55 )} - {850 (M) 55 (M)}, (48)

(S5 2).85 P w} = {8 (M) 85 (My)}. (49)

(1), 35 ()} = {35 (M), 88 (My)}. (50

Let us now analyze if these subtraction terms fulfill
the three conditions listed above. Regarding condition
(i), the resulting regularized stress-energy tensor is conserved
by construction. Regarding condition (i), the correct
Minkowskian limit is satisfied only if we fix My = m at
zeroth order, so we impose that condition from now on.
Finally, regarding condition (iii), these terms guarantee that
the distortions introduced at infrared scales are minimized for
large enough values of M, and M, (we will illustrate this in
two specific examples in Sec. V). Therefore, we define our
definitive subtraction terms for the regularized stress-energy
tensor as follows:

) O ¢ 9M2m2a’2 3m?a” 9M3a? 3M3d?*  3a?
AV 4wy 4d'wd  4dPwy  4a*wd  2aPw,
1 27M2a/2 " 9a/2 " 961 9(1//2
+(&—— ) + (51)
6 2a°w;, a'wy 24 w3 4a
3@ _ m? ® c 3M3a" 4 M3a" o’  15MSa? 3M3d?*  3a?
P 6w 6a 2awy  2a*w3  aPw, 4wl da*wi 24w,
(e 1 3m2M2 "omPd"  15m*M3a?  3m*M3d?  m?d?
6 2aw3 2a°w3 4w) 2a’w; 4a*ws3
1\2(3a® 2IM3d” 1547 9M3a®a’ 154%)d 45M4 2d"  18M3a”d"  12a"d"
tle—¢ 503 45 403 A0 24503 3 T 55+73’(52)
6) \2a°w;  4a*w;  4aw; a‘wy 2a°wy 2a’w)] wy a'wy

where we have defined @ = Vk*> + m*a®, w, =

k* + M3%a* and w, =

VK + Mia®.
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We name this new regularization method physical scale
adiabatic regularization, since the two extra parameters are
conceived to be of order of the physical energy scale of the
system we are trying to probe, as we shall see in Sec. IV.
This method does not only provide a consistent regulari-
zation mechanism, but it is also physical in the sense that it
does not act on the infrared amplification of the quantum
fluctuations, but only on the ultraviolet part. Note that the
difference between the stress-energy tensors regularized
with the adiabatic and PSAR schemes can be written as in
Eq. (28), and hence the PSAR scheme is also compatible
with the Wald axioms.

A similar exercise can be carried out for the two-point
function at coincident spacetime coordinates. The subtrac-
tion terms provided by the u-regularization prescription
have been given in Eq. (35). Analogously to the stress-
energy tensor, we set 4 = m in the zeroth-order terms in
order to get 1A | = 0 in the Minkowskian limit, as
well as remove the last two subtraction terms because they
only provide a finite contribution (see Ref. [48] for details).
We then have

S, = 1 _ (E-9R
T2Vt md AR+ MPa?)

where M is an arbitrary mass scale. Equations (51)—(53) are
the most important results of this work.

(53)

IV. RENORMALIZATION CONDITIONS AND
COUPLING CONSTANTS

We have constructed a regularized stress-energy tensor

(:T, )M that depends on the vector of arbitrary param-
eters = (M,,M,) through the subtraction terms
(51)—(52). However, these parameters are in principle
completely arbitrary and hence not physical, so we need

to impose some renormalization conditions on (:7,;,: )y
in order to fix their observational value consistently. The

quantity (: 7, )y couples to the gravitational field via the
semiclassical Einstein equations,

Gap + Agap + @VH = =87G ((: Ty )y + TES),  (54)

where we have included a term proportional to the second-
order curvature tensor (VH ,, because it is necessary for

reabsorbing the divergences of (:T,,: )y. We have also
added an unspecified classical stress-energy tensor 72 in
the source term for completeness. We wish to impose
renormalization conditions so that the coupling constants
{G, A, a} in the Einstein equations can be exchanged by
their physical values {G,, A,, a,} observed today.

Let us consider a massive scalar field with mass m such
that R < m? at late times in the evolution of the Universe,
where R includes all possible combinations of curvature

tensors (e.g. R, R, R, etc.). We can then use the adiabatic
expansion (20) to approximate the modes y; at these late
times. If we fix M, = M, = m for now, the subtraction
terms in the PSAR scheme coincide with the standard
adiabatic ones. It is hence not difficult to show that

<:Tab: >m = <:Tah:> zWl—zTah + O(m_4)’ (55)

where m = (m, m) and T, is a tensor of adiabatic order
six and therefore of dimension six. Therefore, in the late-
time regime R < m? we can neglect the contribution of the
quantum vacuum to the stress-energy tensor, and the
semiclassical Einstein equations reduce to the classical
ones used to measure the coupling constants {G,, A,, &, },

Gah + Aogab + ao(l)Hab = —SﬂGon;lfs- (56)

In general we have

Gab + Aogab + ao(l>Hah = _8”G0(<: > + Tcla%)

(57)

which is valid also when R > m? (like in many early-
Universe scenarios).

We are now interested in incorporating the quantum
regularized stress-energy tensor at arbitrary scales M, and
M,. We then need to change the coupling constants
adequately,

Gab + A(M)gab + a<M>(l)Hah
— —87G(M)((:Typ: Iy + T, (58)

ab

The difference between the stress-energy tensors regular-
ized at scales M and m can be computed to be

< Tah >M <:Tub:>m
1 M2
f6ﬂ'g (m - M3 +m? 10g< ))Gab
(-9, (M
+ 8”26 log m—;‘ DH . (59)

By subtracting Eq. (57) from (58) and substituting (59) into
the resulting expression, we can obtain the following
relations between the running couplings constants (which
depend on M) and their observed values today:

Go
| Sl )(MZ

G(M,) = (60)

—m? log(lx—;)) ’

AM) = 22 GOMy), (61)

0
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ot g SO (o, GO M) gy

(4]

The running of the coupling constants must be evaluated on
a case-by-case basis. Taking into account that G, = m%,
one can see that the change in the gravitational coupling
constant is negligible if (& —})(M,/m,)* < 1, and hence
in the cosmological constant A via Eq. (61). For example,
in Sec. VA we will consider the case of a scalar field with
m <« H and minimal coupling £ = 0 in de Sitter space,
where H is the Hubble parameter. As we shall see, we need
to fix M, ~ H(< m,,) in order to minimize the infrared
distortions, so this condition holds and the change in the
coupling constants is negligible.

The running of the couplings with scaling u ~ H has
been widely studied in several works [50-52] (including
also fermions [53]) in the context of the running vacuum
model, see [54] for a review. The possible cosmological
consequences have also been studied in [55,56].

We can show that the trace of the vacuum expectation
value of the stress-energy tensor is given by

(:T9: V= (3<§—é>5+m2> <<:¢2:>M_%>
(m? = M3)(£=-1/6)

Tré —
+ 1 1672
m2(&£—1/6) M
* 872 o8 (M 2>
3(£—1/6)2 M
—> — ~ [R1 — ], 63
R oz 37 (63)
where we have defined
1 1 1 1
T¢=—(-—R,,R* +—R?>+—0OR
e = a2 < PR E T AT )
—1/6)?
V) ) (64)
327

One can observe that the relation between the trace of the
stress-energy tensor and the two-point function is still
maintained at the quantum level, up to renormalization
freedom and the contribution of (64), which is nothing but
the well-known trace anomaly in the conformal coupling
limit £ = 1/6.

Finally, let us address an important consequence of
result (59). Let us recall that standard adiabatic regulari-
zation has been shown to be equivalent to Hadamard/
DeWitt-Schwinger regularization in four dimensions; see
Refs. [22,57]. Since the difference between the stress-
energy tensors regularized with the PSAR method and the
standard adiabatic one is a sum of covariant tensors, we can
affirm that the PSAR method also yields a covariant stress-
energy tensor.

V. EXAMPLES

In this section we apply our proposed PSAR method
to two cosmological scenarios of interest: a light scalar
field propagating in de Sitter spacetime (see Sec. VA),
and a scalar field nonminimally coupled to curvature getting
excited through a process of geometric reheating after
inflation (see Sec. V B). In these examples we define the
regularized power spectrum for the energy and pressure
densities as : A, : =& ((c) —SY)/(222) (where ¢ = p, p),
such that the regularized power spectrum takes the following
form [see Eq. (38)]:

(:Ta) :/dlogk(—:AP:gab+(:AP: + A, ugup)

1
(f) <‘5_6) (1)
T H,,.
T oggr Ha

(65)

Note that we do not include the finite contributions from the

geometric tensors T((f,j and (VH,, in the power spectrum
definitions. The reason is that we are only interested in the
generation of quantum fluctuations/particle production due
to the quantum state, while these geometric contributions do
not depend on it. These are usually understood as vacuum
polarization. The possible consequences of these terms in
the inflationary phase have been already investigated in
e.g. [12,58].

A. De Sitter expansion

Let us consider a scalar field propagating on a perfect de
Sitter spacetime with constant Hubble parameter H. The
scale factor evolves as a(7) = —(Hz)™! with —c0 < 7 < 0,
and the field mode equation (6) can be written as

my + 126 =2

Xt (k2 + ) >)(k =0, my = (66)

SE

This equation has two independent solutions. Here we
consider the Bunch-Davies solution [59],

—i V] 9
=" ﬂre_f‘“"@)Hw(—kT), v=\/ Z—m%, —12¢,

(67)

which defines the unique maximally symmetric vacuum
state which respect to the underlying symmetries of de
Sitter spacetime, satisfies the Hadamard condition [60],
recovers the positive-frequency Minkowskian solution for
large momenta, and obeys the normalization condition 0.

*Note that the Bunch-Davies vacuum in the massless field case
generates a well-known infrared divergence in the two-point
function (see e.g. [61,62]) so the solution is usually modified to
overcome this divergence.
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Let us now use our PSAR method to compute the regularized power spectra of the energy and pressure densities of the
quantized scalar field, defined by the subtraction terms (51) and (52) respectively. We set £ = 0 for simplicity. We obtain the

following expressions:

H*x3 5
85 = g (e MO0+ ) (P + 3,0 + (02 (9) = Hy 1 ()P
—16(m? + x2>% _ 4(6M3y + M3y (5x° = 2mipy) + x*(my; + 2x%)) _ 24M3y ) (68)
(M3, + x2)} (M3, + 37
H*x3 5
Ayt = 1o (= G ) H, (0P = 3138 (1) 4 x(Hoi(3) = Ho ()F)
16x? 4(20M5,x% + TM3x* +2x5) 1202 (M73,(10 — 4m3;) + m3,x*
2H 2H 4H H H (69)
(mpy + )2 (M3 +2): (M3 +27): ’
where we have defined the dimensionless parameters
k m M M
X = H, mH_E, M2H= Hz, M4H:?4. (70)

Note that the first line in both Egs. (68) and (69) corresponds to the unregularized spectra, while the second line contains the
zeroth-, second-, and fourth-order subtraction terms. These expressions get simplified in the light field limit m <« H,

3M3,x

P =+ 87[2

A a H*x? (1 _6M3px + SMax 422
' 2(M3y; + %)

A~

T B

P 24n2

In Fig. 1 we show the power spectra of the energy
and pressure densities (top and bottom panels respectively)
for a scalar field with mass m = 0.05H. The black lines
in each panel depict the unregularized spectra, while in

gray we depict the zeroth-order subtraction terms AEO) =

K3SY /(272) (for ¢ = p, p). The difference between both
quantities corresponds to the zeroth-order-subtracted spec-

trum AEOS) defined in Eq. (27), and is depicted in red. Note
that the quartic ultraviolet divergence of the unregularized
spectra gets canceled by the zeroth-order subtraction terms,
but AEOS) still has quadratic and logarithmic divergences.
We can observe that the exponential expansion mainly

amplifies super-Hubble modes x = k/(aH) < 1, for which

we have A/ AEO) > 1. As explained in Sec. III, we require

our regularized spectrum to obey A, ~ A(COS) =A.— AE())

for those amplified modes, which is guaranteed by our
proposed PSAR scheme for large enough values of M,y
and M 4H -

In order to illustrate this, in Fig. 1 we plot the PSAR-
regularized spectrum : A.: for the symmetric choice M,y =
M,y = My and different values My = 0.05, 1,30 (blue

H*x? ( 10M3,x% + 14M3,%° +2x7 15M2,x°
(M3, + x?)2

o, + xz)%) [m < H]. (71)

lines). For comparative purposes, we also plot the power
spectrum regularized with the standard adiabatic method
(orange line). Note that as expected, the four regularized
power spectra are convergent in the ultraviolet, as they behave
as :A.: ~ k™2 for large values of k. We can clearly see that
the PSAR scheme with My = 0.05(= my) gives very
similar results to the standard adiabatic one. Both regulariza-
tions distort the power spectra at the infrared scales
0.005 <x <1, and in fact, :A.: has a different sign than

AE»OS) at these scales. However, in the PSAR scheme we have
an arbitrary parameter My that we can arbitrarily increase in
order to tame the infrared distortions. The choice My = 1
only distorts the spectra at scales 0.1 <x <1, while for
My = 30the spectraat scales x < 1 are basically undistorted.
Therefore, the latter seems the most optimal choice. Note that
we could choose even larger values of M, but then we would
be including momenta belonging to the ultraviolet tail. In the
limit My — oo we recover the divergent zeroth-order-sub-
tracted spectrum at all scales.

Let us now consider the regularized power spectrum of
the two-point function. With the PSAR scheme we obtain
[cf. Eq. (37) of Ref. [48] ]
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de Sitter (m = 0.05H)
A, (Mg =005 — A,
[ A, (My=1) — AEIU) _____ o
- — 8, (My =30) — A 7 \
Jas) — : A, : (Adiabatic) (
~
O 4
<]Q 0.001- E
; .
H hS
100+ "y
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x
de Sitter (m = 0.05H)
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= — : A, : (Adiabatic)
~
=
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\
106+
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x
FIG. 1. Power spectra of the energy density (top panel) and

pressure density (bottom panel) for a scalar field of mass
m = 0.05H in de Sitter space with Hubble parameter H. In each
panel we show, from top to bottom, the following quantities: the
unregularized spectra (black line), the zeroth order subtraction
term (gray), the difference between the two quantities (i.e., the
zeroth-order-subtracted spectrum, in red), the spectra regularized
with our proposed PSAR scheme for different choices of M,y =
Myy = My (blue lines), and the spectra regularized with the
adiabatic scheme (orange). The dashed pattern indicates that the
quantity is negative.

H el
T

:A¢2 =

1 3 1 >’ (72)

(m} +x2): (M} + 23

where My = M /H. We obtain the unregularized spectrum
by taking only the first term inside the parentheses, while
the second and third terms correspond to the second- and
fourth-order subtraction terms, which remove the quadratic
and logarithmic divergences respectively. In the massless
limit m <« H, the regularized power spectrum is simply

H? x3
Api=—(1——m— |, < H|, 73
</)2 471'2 ( (M%.] +X2)%> [m } ( )

100 T T T T T
de Sitter (m = 0.05H)
10¢ CAg s (My =0.05) — Ag 3
— Ay (Mg =1) — AS‘J)
™ I | = np: (My= 30)  _ A E
E — Ay : (Adiabatic) !
& 0.100¢ 1
<°'?
0.010¢ E
0.001¢ E
10—4 L L L L L
0.001 0.010 0.100 1 10 100

T

FIG. 2. Power spectra of the two-point function for a scalar field
of mass m = 0.05H in de Sitter space with Hubble parameter H.
The color coding is the same as in Fig. 1.

s0 it is approximately scale invariant :Aj.: =~ H?/(4x?)
for scales x < M.

As an example, in Fig. 2 we show, for a field with mass
m = 0.05H, different unregularized and regularized spectra
for the two-point function. Note that the zeroth-order-
v
invariant [in fact, we have exactly A;Ozs) = H?/(4x?) for
m = 0]. As first noticed in [34], adiabatic regularization
significantly suppresses the amplitude of the power spec-
trum as super-Hubble scales my < x(<1). However, this
can be avoided by using the PSAR scheme with My 2 1, as
observed in the figure.

regularized power spectrum A'.”’ is approximately scale

B. Geometric reheating

Let us now consider the regularization of a free
scalar field after inflation when it is nonminimally coupled
to the scalar curvature. This scenario was originally studied
in Ref. [17], which coined the term “geometric reheating”
(see also [63,64]). In this setup, the postinflationary
oscillations of the inflaton give rise to tachyonic oscilla-
tions of the Ricci scalar, which generate field instabilities
similar to the tachyonic preheating phenomenon studied
in [65]. This has been recently studied as a mechanism
for dark matter production in the early Universe [66—70].
In order to fully capture the nonlinear dynamics of geo-
metric reheating, one would need to simulate the fields
with lattice simulations [71]. However, here we restrict
ourselves to a linearized analysis, which is a good
approximation at early times (when backreaction effects
from the excited field onto the background fields can be
neglected).

Let us denote as @ the inflaton field sourcing the
inflationary expansion of the Universe. As an example
we consider an inflationary chaotic model with quadratic
potential V(®) = {m3®?. We take the inflaton as homo-
geneous, ® = ®(7), which is a valid approximation during
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the initial oscillations. The coupled equations of motion for
the inflaton and scale factor are

@' + 2HD + m3a’*® = 0, (74)

H?(7) = AR l(I>’Z—|—lm2a2d)2 (75)
“\a)  3mi\2 27® '

and the evolution of the Ricci scalar is given by

a’ 1 (I)I2

p

We fix our initial conditions at the time when inflation
ends 7., defined when the first slow-roll parameter becomes

e,(r,) = 1. This condition holds when ®(z,) = \/Emp. In
order to obtain the inflaton time derivative at this time
@'(z,), we solve the coupled equations (74)—(75) with
initial conditions deep inside the slow-roll regime, and
evolve them until 7=17,. From this we obtain
®'(7,) ~—=0.75mgm,,. We also set a(z,) = 1.

In Fig. 3 we show the evolution of ® = ®(z) and
R = R(r) after the end of inflation. The Ricci scalar
oscillates between positive and negative values: it attains
its local (positive) maxima when @ = 0, while it attains its
local (negative) minima when @ ~ 0. If the quantized scalar
x has a nonminimal coupling to curvature & > 1/6, its
effective mass becomes negative during part of each
inflaton oscillation. This triggers a tachyonic amplification
of the field modes. More specifically, we can write the field
mode equation (6) as a Mathieu equation, which has a well-
studied structure of resonance bands for which the field
modes grow exponentially [17]. As expected, the resonance
is stronger for larger values of £.

In order to track the amplification of the quantized scalar
field modes after inflation, we numerically solve the field
mode equation (6) for the Ricci scalar (76) in the light field

. — mg?R
104 m;lm
AN "_‘--\\
101 O\ X \ P - -
1 I} 1 A, 1 \ ! \ 7N\
1 1 1 I \ 1 \ I ) 1 1
U U [} 1 “l\ 1 1 1 ! \ I
o 10-2 i T A ‘N AL A
5 ¥ :|‘| H E i
I a | 1
E1o—3 L
1074
1073
0 1 2 3 2 5 6
Mo(T—Tx)
FIG. 3. Time evolution of the inflaton amplitude ®/m,, (red)

and the Ricci scalar R/m2 after quadratic chaotic inflation. The
solid/dashed pattern in each line represents positive/negative
values.

limit m* < (& —$)(R)7, (where (...); denotes an oscil-
lation average), for different values of £&[1/3, 10]. More
specifically, we solve the field mode equation for a set of
10° logarithmically spaced discrete momenta within the
interval k = k/m, € [1072, 50], which allows us to track the
evolution of the different power spectra. The equations are
solved with the scipy.solve_ivp method available in the
scIpy package of PYTHON.

The initial conditions for the field modes must be
carefully chosen so that they have the correct behavior
in the ultraviolet limit (if not, the subtraction terms will not
cancel the ultraviolet divergences). We can achieve this by
means of the u-adiabatic expansion introduced in (30).
More specifically, we set as initial conditions the following
fourth-order adiabatic vacuum state:

1

Xi(Tiipo) =—— 7
2W, 0 (7,3 p)
WO (2 WO (2,
)(2(7*;/'40) =— : ( O)_ 71{(0_4) ( 0)3/2’
2 W (7,510))

(77)

where we set the arbitrary mass scale y to the effective

mass at the end of inflation yy = (£ — })a?(7,)R(z,). One

can show that W, (z,;p0)/ Wi (z,540) < 1.42 and
W™ (z,00)/ Wi (z,:49) < 128 for all considered
momenta and coupling constants, so higher orders in the
expansion only provide small corrections to the zeroth-
order initial condition.

In Fig. 4 we depict different unregularized and regular-
ized power spectra for the two-point function of a scalar
field in the light field limit m* < (£ — )(R);, (in practice
we impose exactly m =0 in the numerical solver). We
show the cases £ = 1/3 (top panel) and & = 10 (bottom
panel), and depict the spectra when the Ricci scalar attains a
local minimum for the eighth time (this corresponds
approximately to four inflaton oscillations). In the case

& =10, a structure of several peaks gets imprinted in the
zeroth-order-subtracted spectrum Af/)()zs) =Ap— Afpoz) at
momenta scales k = k/mgqg < 10, due to the resonance
bands of the field mode equation. In these peaks we have

A/ Af/)oz) = 1. For £ = 1/3, a structure of peaks also gets
formed, but in this case the resonance is much weaker and
we have A/ A;Oz) < 1 even in the peaks.

In both panels of Fig. 4 we depict the spectra regularized
with the standard adiabatic method (orange) and the PSAR
method for values M = 0.01mg, 0.1mg, mg (blue lines).
As expected, both methods get rid of the ultraviolet
divergences. However, as explained in Sec. III, we require

our regularization schemes to obey :Aj: = A((Igs) at all
amplified infrared modes (i.e. at the peaks of the spectra).
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FIG. 4. Power spectra of the two-point function for a scalar field
in the light field limit m? < (& —1/6)(R), with &= 1/3 (top
panel) and £ = 10 (bottom panel), as a function of x = k/mg.
The spectra are computed when the Ricci scalar achieves its
eighth minimum. In each panel we show the unregularized
spectra (black line), the zeroth-order subtraction term (gray),
the zeroth-order-subtracted one (27) (red), the spectra regularized
with the adiabatic scheme (orange), and the spectra regularized
with our proposed PSAR scheme for different choices of M (blue
lines). The dashed pattern indicates negative values of the
quantity.

We can observe that the standard adiabatic scheme com-
pletely distorts the amplitude of the power spectrum at
momenta x < 0.5, and in fact, the most infrared band for
& = 10 completely vanishes after regularization. However,
if we use the PSAR method, the infrared distortions
introduced by regularization are significantly less impor-
tant. In fact, for the choice M = mgq we have almost exactly
Api A;Ozs) at all momenta x < 10.

Finally, we show in Fig. 5 several (unregularized and
regularized) power spectra for the energy and pressure
densities (top and bottom panels respectively). We consider
again a light scalar field, and we fix £ =5 in both cases.
The above analysis on the effects of the regularization
scheme at infrared scales also applies for these quantities.
We can observe that the standard adiabatic method distorts
the spectrum at scales ¥ <1, and as for the two-point
function, the most infrared peak present in A. completely
vanishes in the adiabatic-regularized spectra. However, if

10! { Geometric reheating (§ =5)
1B (M=0.01me)
1014 1B (M=0.1mo)
— Dy (M=1mo) - Ag)s)

10-3{ — 1A, (Adiabatic) p W

— 1

N0
AP

Dp(K)
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-
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Geometric reheating (§ =5)
10-11 sy (M=0.01mo)
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—=l B (M=1me)
—| 1Ay (Adiabatic)
Aga g kp gy
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— P

(0s)
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FIG. 5. Power spectra of the energy and pressure densities (top
and bottom panels respectively) for a scalar field in the light field
limit m* < (6—1/6)(R);, with £=5, as a function of
k = k/mg. The spectra are computed at the time where the Ricci
scalar achieves its eighth minimum. We use the same color
coding as in Fig. 4.

we use the PSAR method, we have almost exactly 1A, : ~

A/()OS) and A~ A(pos) at all momenta « < 10.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

During the last decades, the development of a self-
consistent renormalization program for free quantum fields
in curved spacetimes compatible with covariance and local-
ity has been successfully achieved for scalars, fermions and
vector fields. The different designed methods produce
unique stress-energy tensors and two-point functions up
to arbitrary finite geometrical terms as expressed in Eq. (28).
The ambiguous subtracted divergent terms can then be
reabsorbed in the coupling constants in the Einstein equa-
tions, which can be measured experimentally. Although a
mathematical framework for this method has been success-
fully established, less effort has been made in the develop-
ment of an efficient methodology to do actual computations,
both analytically and numerically. This work has aimed to
fill in this gap in the context of cosmological spacetimes.

Even in the simplest case of free scalar fields, the
expectation value of the stress-energy tensor (or the
two-point function at coincident spacetime points) has
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ultraviolet divergences that cannot be removed through a
normal ordering procedure as in Minkowski spacetime. A
well-established regularization method when working in
cosmological spacetimes is adiabatic regularization, which
allows to identify the divergent terms of any quantity by
means of an adiabatic expansion of the field modes. The
method is compatible with locality and covariance, and is
equivalent to regularization methods for generic curved
backgrounds when particularized to FLRW spacetimes
[22,23]. It is also feasible to use in numerical computations;
see e.g. [24-26]. However, the adiabatic subtraction terms
for a given quantity can substantially modify the amplitude
of its power spectrum at the momenta scales amplified by
the nonadiabatic expansion, which we expect to be classical
and then not affected by the quantum subtraction terms. We
have denoted these modifications as “infrared distortions”
(in contrast with the ultraviolet tail, which is the one we
expect to remove through regularization).

The aim of this work has been to build a new regulari-
zation method that both includes the ambiguities allowed
by Eq. (28) and allows to build observables without
infrared distortions. The result has been the set of sub-
traction terms (51)—(52) (for the stress-energy tensor) and
(53) (for the two-point function), derived in Sec. III. The
method is equivalent to the normal-ordering procedure in
Minkowski spacetime, produces a conserved stress-energy
tensor, and allows to construct regularized observables
without infrared distortions. We have named our proposed
method physical scale adiabatic regularization, in order to
differentiate it with respect to the standard scheme. Our
method includes a set of arbitrary mass scales (M, M,, M),
allowed by Eq. (28), which can tame the infrared dis-
tortions of any observable if set large enough. Moreover, in
Sec. IV we have interpreted the subtraction terms as
redefinitions of the coupling constants set by an appropri-
ately chosen renormalization condition. Finally, in Sec. V
we have illustrated our method in two examples of
cosmological interest: a scalar field propagating in a de
Sitter space, and a scalar field being excited after inflation
through a process of geometric reheating.

Let us now comment about possible extensions and
applications of our work. First, in this work we have
developed the PSAR method for scalar fields, but it would
be interesting to extend our proposed method to other field
species such as fermions. The standard adiabatic expansion
for spin-1/2 fields was introduced in Refs. [29-32] and,
unlike scalars, it is not based on a WKB template. However,
it is not clear to us if a method to minimize infrared
distortions is possible (or even physically meaningful) in
this case: their occupation number is always n;, < 1 due to
Pauli blocking, so there is not such a clear hierarchy
between infrared and ultraviolet modes like there is for
scalars. Similarly, it would be interesting to generalize our
method to quantized fields coupled to homogeneous time-
dependent backgrounds like in preheating scenarios,
including both scalar preheating [72-74] and fermionic
preheating [75-78]. Adiabatic expansions for these scenar-
ios have been developed for scalars [79] and fermions [80],
which could be a nice starting point to build a PSAR method
for these setups. Our method could also be potentially
extended to the case of quantum fields with interactions to
classical electric fields [81-83].

Finally, it would be interesting to apply our regulariza-
tion method to the inflationary correlation functions. Their
regularity at infrared scales has been extensively studied in
the literature (see e.g. [4,84,85] and references therein) but
ultraviolet effects are typically neglected. Our results
suggest that this might be a reasonable assumption.
However, note that here we have restricted ourselves to
free scalar fields evolving in fixed FLRW metrics, while for
such a study we would need to consider both field
interactions and metric perturbations.
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