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We have studied the induced one-loop energy-momentum tensor of a massive complex scalar field

within the framework of nonperturbative quantum electrodynamics (QED) with a uniform electric field

background on the Poincaré patch of the two-dimensional de Sitter spacetime (dS,). We also consider a

direct coupling the scalar field to the Ricci scalar curvature which is parametrized by an arbitrary

dimensionless nonminimal coupling constant. We evaluate the trace anomaly of the induced energy-

momentum tensor. We show that our results for the induced energy-momentum tensor in the zero electric

field case, and the trace anomaly are in agreement with the existing literature. Furthermore, we construct

the nonperturbative, regularized, one-loop effective Lagrangian of scalar QED in dS, from the induced

energy-momentum tensor.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The basic framework of quantum field theory in curved
spacetime was originally introduced by Parker [1] in the
late 1960s and followed by others. In Parker’s pioneer work
quantization of fields was described and the average density
of created particles in an expanding universe was derived.
Progress was also being made on this issue, when in the
mid 1970s Hawking discovered [2] that a black hole emits
as a blackbody due to the particle creation which is known
as Hawking radiation. With these discoveries the develop-
ment of quantum field theory in curved spacetime received
much further motivations; see, e.g., [3—5] for introduction.
Indeed, a general curved spacetime is not invariant under
transformations of the Poincaré group, as a consequence
there is no natural set of field modes which are invariant
under Poincaré transformations. This ambiguity leads to
ambiguity in definition of particle concept. The fact that the
field modes are defined on the whole of at least a large
patch of spacetime illustrates the global nature of the
particle concept. This is in contrast with the at least
quasilocal nature of physical detectors. Hence, it is more
advantageous to construct locally defined quantities; see [3]
for a comprehensive review. One such object of interest is
the energy-momentum tensor which is constructed from
fields and their derivatives at the same point of spacetime.
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There are two important reasons for studying energy-
momentum tensor [3,4]. In Einstein’s equation the
energy-momentum tensor appears as a source term of
the gravitational field, hence it can be used to investigate
the backreaction effects of the matter on the dynamics of
gravitational field. Also, it is a useful quantity to explore
the physical properties of the quantum fields. Thus, study-
ing the energy-momentum tensor of quantized fields get
more interesting when the cosmological spacetimes have
been considered.

The regularized and renormalized energy-momentum
tensor for different quantum fields in curved spacetime
has been extensively studying using various methods. The
renormalized energy-momentum tensor of a quantized
neutral scalar field propagating in a spacetime of the type
of Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) uni-
verses has been analyzed in several cases of interest:
(1) For a massive field with the arbitrary [6—12], minimal
13,14]], and conformal [15-17] coupling to the Ricci scalar
curvature. (2) For a massless field with an arbitrary [18,19],
and conformal [20] coupling to the Ricci scalar curvature.
In [21], the energy-momentum tensor and effective
Lagrangian of a massive neutral scalar field with the
nonminimal coupling to the Ricci scalar curvature in a
de Sitter spacetime (dS) have been calculated by using the
dimensional regularization. In Ref. [22], to study the effects
of the particle creation in a dS the finite energy-momentum
tensor of a massive neutral scalar field with the nonminimal
coupling to the Ricci scalar curvature was evaluated by
computing the difference in energy-momentum between
the in-vacuum and out-vacuum states. Then, it was realized
that the energy-momentum tensor of the created particles
describes a perfect fluid with vacuum equation of state
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which vanishes for massless, conformally coupled field.
Also, the author discovered that the invariant vacuum state
and the effective cosmological constat decay due to the
particle creation. In the work of [23] the energy-momentum
tensor of a quantum noninteracting, massive, and non-
minimally coupled scalar field in a dS has been inves-
tigated. And, it was shown as a consequences of the
quantum backreaction effects that there may exist a phase
of superacceleration in which the Hubble constant ampli-
fies. With the aim of developing the adiabatic expansion for
the case of fermion fields, the average number of created
particles and regularized energy-momentum tensor of a
noninteracting, massive Dirac field in a spatially flat FLRW
universe have been computed in Refs. [24-28].

In order to make one step forward in the context of
particle creation in curved spacetime, it seems natural to
add an electromagnetic gauge field interacting with the
quantum matter field. In fact a strong electromagnetic field
background in the Minkowski spacetime can create pairs of
particles [29-31] which is known as the Schwinger effect;
see [32,33] for a comprehensive review. Indeed, the
physical mechanism underlying the Schwinger effect is
analogous to that of the gravitational particle creation
phenomena in curved spacetime [34]. Thus, studying the
Schwinger effect in the cosmological spacetimes would be
interesting because it may amplify the gravitational particle
creation process; see [35] and references therein for a
review. It is a well-accepted paradigm [36] that strong
electric and magnetic fields might be generated in the early
universe which motivates the study of Schwinger effect in
the dS. Investigation of the Schwinger effect in the dS was
initiated by [37,38]. The Schwinger effect and the rate of
scalar pair creation process in the presence of a uniform
electric field background have been analyzed in a dS of two
[38—42], four [43], and general [44] dimensions, by using
the technique of Bogoliubov transformation that requires
semiclassical conditions. By using this technique, the
influence of a uniform and conserved flux magnetic field
on the creation of scalar pairs by the Schwinger mechanism
in a four dimensional de Sitter spacetime (dS,) has been
explored [45,46]; see also [47]. The authors of [45,46]
found that a strong magnetic field can intensify the
Gibbons-Hawking radiation [48] of dS, even when there
is no an electric field. It is worth mentioning that the
creation of Dirac pairs by Schwinger mechanism in a dS
has also been studied using semiclassical methods [49-53],
with the main conclusion that a strong electric field
enhances significantly the gravitational pair creation. The
Schwinger effect has been explored in a flat FLRW [54],
anti-de Sitter [40,41,55,56], and a charged black hole [57—
59] spacetimes; also, widely considered in studies relevant
to the inflationary universe scenarios [60—71].

The investigation of the Schwinger pair creation in a dS,
by using the Bogoliubov transformation method, needs to
define an adiabatic out-vacuum state at late times in

addition to the adiabatic in-vacuum state at early times,
which in turn requires to impose semiclassical conditions.
In the semiclassical conditions, either the mass of the
particle or the eclectic potential energy across the Hubble
radius or both must be very larger than the energy scale
determined by the curvature of the spacetime [39,43]. On
the contrary, the in-vacuum state of quantum fields in dS
satisfies the adiabatic conditions at all times. Hence,
computation of expectation values of physical quantities,
such as current and energy-momentum tensor, in the in-
vacuum state enables us to probe wider ranges of the related
parameters. The regularized in-vacuum expectation value
of the current of a charged scalar field, caused by a uniform
electric field background, has been computed in two [39],
three [44], and four [43] dimensional de Sitter spacetimes.
The authors showed that in the strong electric field regime,
the induced current asymptotically approaches the semi-
classical current. In particular, it was reported that for an
essentially light scalar field in the weak electric field
regime, the induced current has an inversely proportional
response to the electric field, which is referred to as the
infrared hyperconductivity phenomenon [39,43,44]. The
derived results for the induced current in dS, [43] have
been verified by applying an alternative regularization that
is the point-splitting method [72], and also calculating the
current by using the uniform asymptotic approximation
method [60]. An investigation of the influence of a uniform
magnetic field background on the current of created scalar
pairs by a parallel uniform electric field background in dS,
illustrates that there is a period of infrared hyperconduc-
tivity [45,46]. In dS, [51] and dS, [73], the in-vacuum
expectation value of the current of a Dirac field coupled to a
uniform electric field background has been analyzed. And
the authors come to the conclusion that in the infrared
regime the fermionic current is free of the hyperconduc-
tivity phenomenon, as opposed to the scalar current. The
negative current phenomenon is another remarkable feature
of the regularized current in dS,, which is occurred for the
scalar fields with essentially small masses [43,72] and
the Dirac fields with any mass [73] in a certain range of
the electric field strength when the current points in the
opposite direction to the electric field background. By
introducing a novel condition for renormalization of the in-
vacuum expectation values of the scalar and Dirac currents
in dS4, it was shown that the infrared hyperconductivity
period would be removed from the scalar current, however
the negative current phase would still be present [74].
A satisfactory explanation for the behaviors of the current
has been given in Ref. [75].

The aim of this paper is to study the expectation value of
the energy-momentum tensor of a massive complex scalar
field coupled to a uniform electric field background in the
Poincaré patch of dS,. We also consider a direct coupling
the scalar field to the Ricci scalar curvature of dS, which is
parameterized by an arbitrary dimensionless nonminimal
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coupling constant. To compute the expectation value, we
will choose the in-vacuum state of the quantized scalar
field, because it is an adiabatic and Hadamard state [38,39].
We evaluate the expectation value to one-loop order, hence
the ultraviolet divergences will naturally occur in our
calculations. To remove these ultraviolet divergences, we
will use the method of adiabatic regularization [12—
14,17,76], because it is comparatively simpler than the
other methods, such as, point-splitting regularization
[7,19,20,77] and dimensional regularization [21,78]. It
was verified [79] that the adiabatic and point-splitting
regularization methods will lead to the equivalence result
in spatially flat FLRW spacetimes. There has been several
studies to investigate the energy-momentum tensor of
created scalar and Dirac pairs by a uniform electric field
in a dS. The energy-momentum tensor of created scalar
pairs by a uniform electric field in a dS of general
dimension was calculated by using the Bogoliubov coef-
ficients in the two limiting regimes: the heavy scalar field
[44], and the strong electric field [80]; which leads to a
decay of the Hubble constant. An investigation of the
gravitational consequences of scalar pair creation due to a
uniform electric field background in the three [81] and four
[82] dimensional dS has been made by calculating the
regularized expectation value of the trace of energy-
momentum tensor in the in-vacuum state. Recently, in
[83] for a massive Dirac field coupled to a uniform electric
field background in the Poincaré patch of dS,, the adiabatic
regularized in-vacuum expectation value of the energy-
momentum tensor has been evaluated. A common con-
clusion of [81-83] was that the sign of the trace can be
either positive or negative, depending on the intensities of
the parameters mass and electric field. Consequently, the
Hubble constant decreases under the condition that the
trace is positive, in contrast it increases when the trace is
negative. The significant achievement of this paper is the
construction of the nonperturbative, regularized, one-loop
effective Lagrangian of scalar QED in dS, from the
regularized energy-momentum tensor.

The paper proceeds as follows. In the next section,
we briefly introduce the elements of our analysis. In
Sec. III, the expectation value of the energy-momentum
tensor in the in-vacuum state, and the complete set of
appropriate adiabatic counterterms are computed, we then
obtain the regularized energy-momentum tensor. In Sec. IV,
the regularized energy-momentum tensor is analyzed, then
we use it to derive the trace anomaly and construct the
effective Lagrangian. Eventually, our conclusions are
drawn in Sec. V. In the Appendix, we include essential
information which is needed for the study of the paper.

II. THE QUANTUM SCALAR FIELD IN
ELECTRIC AND DS BACKGROUNDS

In this section we will introduce the elements of model
under consideration and set up our analysis. We imagine a

massive charged scalar field which interacts with a uniform
electric field background in the Poincaré patch of dS,.
Hence, the scalar field is under the influence of two
backgrounds, i.e., the electromagnetic and gravitational
fields which are supposed to be unaffected by the dynamics
of the scalar field. The classical action of a complex scalar
field ¢(x) of mass m and electric charge e which is coupled
to an electromagnetic gauge field A, in the dS, is

P ———
— (m* 4+ ER)py*}, (1)

where ¢ is a dimensionless nonminimal coupling constant
and R = 2H?, written in terms of the Hubble constant H,
denotes the Ricci scalar curvature of the dS,. The metric g,
on the Poincaré patch of dS, can be read from the line
element

Q)= - ()

ds? = Q*(7)(dr* — dx?), -
= Q(0)(de? - dx’) .
The coordinates conformal time 7 and spatial coordinate x
have ranges

7 € (—0,0), x € R, (3)
and cover half of dS, manifold. We consider a uniform
electric field background with a constant energy density in
the patch (2), which can be derived from the vector
potential

E
Au(f) I—E5La (4)
where E is a constant coefficient. Substituting the ingre-
dients (2) and (4), the Klein-Gordon equation arising from
the action (1) can be written as

> &

T 0x 1%

2000 1 G_yzﬂ(p(f,x) =0, (5)

where the definitions of the dimensionless parameters are
given by

eE m /1
ﬂ:—ﬁ’ M:ﬁ, v = Z—ﬂz—ﬂz—%- (6)

Since we ultimately wish to compute the expectation value
of the energy-momentum tensor in the in-vacuum state, we
only require that of the solutions of Eq. (5) which represent
this vacuum sate. Therefor, we impose the boundary
condition that in the in region of the manifold as
T — —oo, the mode functions be plane waves of fixed
comoving momentum k. The normalized positive Uj(x),
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and negative V;(x), frequency mode functions that reduce
to the plane wave form in the in region are found to be [see
[38,39,44] for derivations]

inx

Ui(x) = QIk|)2eTe ™ W, (2¢77|p)), (7)

ink

Vi(x) = QIk|) e~ Fe W, (2¢*5|p

) ()

where the dimensionless physical momentum p and the
parameter k are expressed as

r = sgn(k). 9)

In Egs. (7) and (8), the factor W, , denotes the Whittaker
function; see, e.g., [84]. If the values of the parameters «, ¥,
and the phase of the variable z satisfy conditions

p = —7k, K = —ilr,

1
—+y—k#0,-1,-2,...,

- ph(z) <3 (10

then the Whittaker function W, ,(z), with the help of
gamma function I'(z), can be represented by a convenient
Mellin-Barnes integral

W,,(z)
/ﬂ'w dsT(+y+s)TG—y+ )0 (—k—s)

—e 72 775
TG+l G-r=x)

ico 2ri
(11)

The contour of integration is a straight line along the
imaginary axis in the complex plane s from —ioco to +ico
that can be joined by a semicircle at the infinity to sort out
the poles of I'(1/2 +y +s) and I'(1/2 — y + s) from the
poles of I'(—k — s).

The mode functions (7) and (8) satisfy the conserved
Wronskian conditions

U U = UU, = ViV =V, Vi =i, (12)

where we use a single dot above a symbol to denote the first
conformal time derivative and two dots to denote the
seconde conformal time derivative. To quantize the scalar
field ¢(x), we adopt the canonical procedure. Hence, we
promote ¢(x) to operator and expand it in terms of the
complete set of orthogonal mode functions (7) and (8) as

ww—[fggmmw+@me (13)

where the annihilation a;, b, and creation az, b,t, operators
obey the commutation relations

lay. ap] = [br.by] = 2n)5(k — k), (14)

with all other commutators equal to zero. Then, we choose
the in-vacuum state |in) to be the state that is annihilated by
ay and by operators

ak|in> = bk|1n> = O, (15)

for all values of comoving momentum k.

III. COMPUTATION OF THE REGULARIZED
ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

We are now ready to compute the expectation value of
energy-momentum tensor of the scalar field in the in-
vacuum state. In general, variation of the action 6S with
respect to the inverse metric 6¢** defines the energy-
momentum tensor as

2 oS
T

w = +\/—__g(sgm/ . (16)
Vary ¢*¥ in the action (1) and use of definition (16) along
with the Kline-Gordon equation of motion (5), yields the
following symmetric expression for the energy-momentum
tensor of the scalar field

Ty = Gul(4& = 19 (Dap* — ieAgq”) (Dpg + ieAsp)
— (4& = )m*¢*p — 4ERep* )]
+ (1 =28)(0,9" 0,0 + 0,90 0,0)
+ ieA,(90,0" — ¢ 0,) + ieA,(90,9" — ¢ 0,0)
+2e*A,A,0" 0 + 2805, (90" + 9" D)
—28(90,0,9" + ¢*0,0,0), (17)

where '], is the Christoffel connection associated with the
metric (2) whose nonzero components are

Q(z)

Fgo = F(l)l = Iﬂ(]n = —.Q(T) )

(18)
or related to these by symmetry.

A. The evaluation of the expectation value
in the in-vacuum state

To evaluate the expectation value of the energy-
momentum tensor in the in-vacuum state, we consider
¢(x) as the scalar field operator and we would put Eq. (13)
into the expression (17). Using the relations (14) and (15),
we then obtain the integral expressions for the in-vacuum
expectation values of the components of the energy-
momentum tensor. Changing the integral variable from
the comoving momentum k, to the dimensionless physical
momentum p = —rk, and imposing an ultraviolet cutoff A
on p, the measure of integration can be written as
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/_:o%= 2 ﬂ/A . (19)

Then, the in-vacuum expectation value of the timelike
component can be expressed as

H? 1
: ‘N 02 2 : 2 2
<1n|T00\1n> —Q (T)@r:i] |:Il —2&}’124— (/1 +§//t >Z3
1
+§I4 +_’Z:5—2§.’Z:6 +/1rI7] . (20)
where the coefficients Z,,Z,,...,Z; denote the

momentum integrals over the Whittaker functions, and
are defined in Eqs. (A1)-(A7), respectively. Similarly, the
in-vacuum expectation value of the spacelike component is
expressed by

=Q2(1) % ;1 [Il —2ArT,

+ (,12—%(1 —45);ﬂ+4§2>z3 +%(1 -4,

(in| T, [in)

+(1=48)T5—2ET6+ (1 —45)1;»17] .21

By using Eq. (12), it can be verified that the in-vacuum
expectation values of the off-diagonal components are
equal to

2
(in|Toyin) = (in|Tolin) = 92(1)%11\. (22)
Substituting the expressions (A8)—(A14) into Egs. (20) and
(21), yields the unregularized in-vacuum expectation values
of the timelike and spacelike components of the energy-
momentum tensor, respectively. We find the unregularized
timelike component

H? 2
(in|Tolin) = Q*(7) —— {A2 +u*log(2A) - §+%+,12

(27)

(1 —icsc(2my) sinh(27A) )y (; +r+ i/1>

(1+icsc(2xy)sinh(27A) )y <% -7+ i/1>
+ Ay csc(2xy) sinh(ZnA)} , (23)

where the notation log is used to denote the natural
logarithm function and y denotes the digamma function
which is given by the logarithmic derivative of the gamma
function. Also, we find the unregularized spacelike
component

2
(in|Ty;|in) = QZ(T)—[AZ zlog(ZA)—l—f—i—'%—l—/l2

(27)

1
+—(1—icsc(2xy)sinh(271) )y <§ +r+ i/l)

+

DR, o[F,

(1+icsc(2xy)sinh(27A) )y <% -7+ ixl)
+ Aycsc(2xy) sinh(2m1)] . (24)

We see that the expectation values of the components
of the energy-momentum tensor contain ultraviolet diver-
gences. We will show below that these divergences will be
subtracted by the adiabatic counterterms.

B. Adiabatic counterterms and regularization
of the expectation values

In order to eliminate the divergent terms of the expres-
sions (22)—(24), we employ the adiabatic regularization
procedure. We return to the Kline-Gordon Eq. (5) and
consider its positive frequency solution as

flz,x) = et *n(7). (25)
Then the function 4(7) satisfies the following field equation

2 T
%r(z) + @*(7)h(z) =0, (26)

and it is convenient to rewrite the conformal time depen-
dent squared frequency as
0*(1) = W}

() +A2), (27)

where wg(7) is given by

wo(r) = +/K + 2k (1) + A3 (1) + miQX(x),  (28)

where A, (7) is read from Eq. (4), and A(z) is given by

Alr) = % (29)

To adjust the set of the required counterterms, following the
usual prescription, we assume that the conformal scale
factor Q(7), and the electromagnetic vector potential A, (7),
to be of zero adiabatic order and the energy-momentum
tensor T,, to be of second adiabatic order in dS,.
Therefore, wy(7) is of zero adiabatic order and A(z) which
can be rewritten as

(30)
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is of seconde adiabatic order. The Klein-Gordon
Eq. (26) possesses a Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin (WKB)
form solution

h(z) = %exp (—i/T dT’W(r’)), (31)

where the function /() solves the exact nonlinear second
order differential equation

WE(e) = 03(2) + )~ s 4o (32)

Recall that the set of counterterms which are required to
cancel the divergences from the expressions (22)—(24) must
be constructed up to second adiabatic order. It is then
necessary to find an adiabatic expansion up to second order
for the function Y. Thus, we write an appropriate series

W(z) = WO(z) + W(a), (33)
where the superscripts on the terms indicate their adiabatic
orders. The iteration process begins by considering the
zeroth adiabatic order. At this step, the adiabatic series (33)
is truncated to YW = W0, Substitution of this ansatz into
Eq. (32) shows that the derivative terms on the right-hand
side of the equation are of second adiabatic order and since

the A term is of second adiabatic order too, all these terms
vanish. Therefore, we have

WO (z) = o (2). (34)

The next iteration is done by substituting the second order
adiabatic series (33) into Eq. (32), using the result (34) and
keeping only terms up to the second order. We then find

WO (7) = (A Do | 3—”‘5) (35)

2wy 2600 4wy

Thus, the adiabatic expansion of YW(z) up to second order is
obtained from Eqgs. (33)—(35) as

wo(z )+1<A Do +3w§> (36)

Wiz) = 2wy 209 4wy

We need also the adiabatic expansion of W~!(z), which up
to second order is given by

1 B @o 303
- (A2 2 (37
W(E) ~ oo(7) zw3< 20 +4w(2)> (37)

Putting together the pieces (31), (36), and (37) of Eq. (25)
determines the adiabatic expansion of positive frequency
mode function up to second order. Having these orthogonal
adiabatic mode functions f(x), we can perform similar

steps which led from Eq. (7) to Eq. (15) and establish the
adiabatic expansion of the quantum scalar field operator
and the vacuum up to second order. The counterterms
are then obtained by putting the adiabatic expansion of
the scalar field operator into Eq. (17) and computing the
expectation values of the resulting expressions in the
adiabatic vacuum. After these remarks, we find the set
of appropriate counterterms as

(adi) adl)

2
T8N = = Q(r )711\, (38)

2 2

1
[Az + p?log(2A) + — — 2§+—

adi H
Ty = Q1) ;5 :

(27)
2

+ 22

2 IS log(u)] : (39)

i H* 1 Iy
T = Q2(r) ) [A2 —110g(2A) =+ 26+
2

2 log( >] (40)

/12
+ 12u

Subtraction of the counterterms (38)—(40) from the unregu-
larized expressions (22)—(24), respectively, yields the
regularized energy-momentum tensor, which is referred
to as the induced energy-momentum tensor. We find that
the off-diagonal components of the induced energy-
momentum tensor vanish

. . adi
T10 = TOI = <1n|T01|1n> - T(()l ) = 0 (41)

The timelike component of the induced energy-momentum
tensor is obtained

Too = (in|Tgolin) — T(()?) )

=Q<>(’jﬂ) e- gt ogn

(1 —icsc(2my) sinh(272) )y <; +y+ i/l)

NIR N\R

(1 + icsc(2zy) sinh(274) )y <% -7+ i/l)

+ Ay cse(2my) sinh(Zn/l)} . (42)

Eventually, the spacelike component of the induced energy-
momentum tensor is given by
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Ty, = (in|Ty, [in) — Tﬁ )

H? 12
— _0O2 ___ 2

(1 —icsc(2my) sinh(27A) )y <; +r+ i/1>

SIS

(1 4 icsc(2my) sinh(27A) )y <; -7+ i/1>
— Ay esc(2xy) sinh(2n'/1)] : (43)

In the case of zero electric field, our result for the induced
energy-momentum tensor can be compared to the energy-
momentum tensor of a neutral scalar field in dS,, which has
been derived in Ref. [7] using the covariant point-splitting
technique. If we set A = 0 in Eqs. (42) and (43), we then
find that the induced energy-momentum tensor can be
written as

H> 1 1 1
T, = 20 [é et p? log(u) — Eﬂzll/ <2 + J’)
1 1
- Euzw (5 - 7)] Y- (44)

The result (44) differs from the corresponding result
obtained in [7] only by a prefactor of 2, because in [7] a
real scalar field has been considered, however here we
have considered a complex scalar field ¢(x), which has two
real scalar field components. Thus, the induced energy-
momentum tensor, in the zero electric field case, agrees
with the energy-momentum tensor of a neutral scalar field
obtained earlier.

One of the powerful approaches to investigate the
quantum effects during inflation stage of the early universe
is the stochastic inflation, which was introduced by
Starobinsky [85]. In this formalism, the quantum fluctua-
tions of the scalar field are divided into two groups,
depending on whether the magnitudes of the momentums
of the perturbations are smaller or larger compered to the
Hubble constant. The stochastic inflation formalism for
scalar QED in de Sitter background has been developed in a
series of papers [86—88]. The basic framework of the
stochastic de Sitter scalar QED has been described in
Ref. [86]. With the aim of checking the stochastic formal-
ism predictions, in Refs. [87,88] the two-loop expectation
values of the gauge invariant operators in scalar QED
in a dS, background have been evaluated perturbatively
using dimensional regularization. The authors have set the
renormalized values of the scalar field mass, the conformal
coupling, and the scalar field self-coupling to zero. The
results of [87,88] agree with the stochastic formalism
predictions. In Ref. [88], the two-loop energy-momentum
tensor has been obtained, and it is found that inflationary

production of charged scalars leads to a decrease in the
vacuum energy. Although in this paper we also evaluate the
regularized one-loop energy-momentum tensor of scalar
QED in a de Sitter background, the current study is
different from investigation of [86—88] due to two meth-
odological choices, made differently for the studies. First of
all, we consider the electromagnetic field as a classical
background; hence our nonperturbative analysis of de Sitter
scalar QED has been very different from the perturbative
analysis of Feynman diagrams which was employed in
Refs. [87,88]. Second, to evaluate the expectation values of
the quantum operators we perform the involved momentum
integrals over the whole phase space from zero to infinity
which are regularized by a convenient ultraviolet momen-
tum cutoff; see Eq. (19). This should be in contrast with the
stochastic procedure, where the effect of the perturbations
with low momentum is computed differently from those
with high momentum. Thus, the two approaches are
completely different.

IV. IMPLICATIONS OF THE INDUCED
ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

In this section we investigate the induced energy-
momentum tensor and consider some of its implications.

A. Analysis of the induced energy-momentum tensor

We begin our survey of the induced energy-momentum
tensor by finding its qualitative behavior. Figures 1 and 2
show graphs of the magnitudes of the timelike |T| [see
Eq. (42)] and spacelike |T;| [see Eq. (43)] components of
the induced energy-momentum tensor versus the electric
field parameter /A, respectively. In these figures note
especially that the both scales are logarithmic to cover
several orders of magnitude. Several features are clear from
these figures. For the cases ¢ 2 1, in the strong electric field
regime that the condition A > max(1,y, &) is valid, [Tl
and |7, | are independent of the values of the parameters u
and ¢&; hence all the curves asymptotically approach one
another at the right end of the figures. Although the
expressions (42) and (43) are rather complicated, they
have simple asymptotic forms in the limit A — oo, which
are given by

2

Tooﬁgz(f)(;’]—ﬂ)/’{z(l - 1;”2>7 (45)
2 I

T 292(7)(;)42(1 +12#2>. (46)

The asymptotic behaviors of the curves in Figs. 1 and 2, in
the strong electric field regime, are well approximated by
Egs. (45) and (46), respectively. For the cases u < 1, the
second terms in both Egs. (45) and (46), which depend on
u, dominate and as y becomes smaller the magnitudes of
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FIG. 1. The normalized magnitude of the timelike component of the induced energy-momentum tensor |7 |72, versus the normalized
electric field 1 = —eE/ H?, that both scales are logarithmic. The curves correspond to different values of the mass parameter y = m/H,
and the conformal coupling constant &.

Ty, and T, enhance by factor x~2. While, the first terms in We see clearly in Figs. 1 and 2 the characteristic decrease
both Egs. (45) and (46), which become dominate for the  of the magnitudes of Ty and 7';; at large mass parameter y,
cases u 2 1, are independent of the values of y and &. and the increase at small u. To find the asymptotic behavior
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FIG.2. The normalized magnitude of the spacelike component of the induced energy-momentum tensor |T'; |72, versus the normalized
electric field 1 = —eE/H?, that both scales are logarithmic. The curves correspond to different values of the mass parameter u = m/H,
and the conformal coupling constant &.
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of the induced energy-momentum tensor in the heavy scalar
field regime that the condition y > max (1, 4, £) is valid, we
can expand expressions (42) and (43) in Taylor series about
1 = oo. We then have

H? (¢
Too=—Ty = 92(7)7 <ﬂl

where the coefficients ¢; and ¢, are given by

Srou). @)

1oE &
‘1560 6 2

22 2 2 s
SRR e E

In the heavy scalar field regime, the approximate expres-
sion (47) shows that the induced energy-momentum tensor
is suppressed as 2 instead of an exponentially suppres-
sion with a Boltzmann factor e~>*#, which is derived by
semiclassical approaches [44]. This behavior has been seen
for the in-vacuum expectation value of the energy-momen-
tum tensor of a Dirac field coupled to a uniform electric
field in dS, [83]. Similar asymptotic behavior occurs in the
in-vacuum expectation value of the current of a scalar field
in four [43] and three [44] dimensional dS, and also the
fermionic induced current in dS, [73]. Attempts have been
made in Refs. [74,75] to address this observation.

Another feature of Figs. 1 and 2 is that some of the
curves have a singularity. We remark that the graphs have
been plotted on the logarithmic scales; hence the zero
values of Ty, and 7T, are appeared as extremely sharp
decrease in the graph. We stress that the components of the
induced energy-momentum tensor, which are given by
Eqgs. (41)—(43), are continuous and analytic functions of the
parameters mass, conformal coupling constant and electric
field; as they must [89].

B. Trace anomaly

The trace of the induced energy-momentum tensor 7', is
contracted from the metric (2) and the components (41)—
(43) as

T:gﬂ’”’T
_H 2o
T
T 5 6 12 2+:“ Og(ﬂ)
W 1
?(l —icsc(2ny) s1nh(2ﬂ/1))y/( +y+ l,1>
1
%(1 +icsc(2my) sinh(2ﬂi))w(§—y+ i,l)] . (49)

To calculate the trace anomaly, we take the combined limit
of Eq. 49) as 1 —» 0, u — 0, and & — 0. We then find

H? R
lim 7'=—-"—=—-—, 50
T e s (50)

where in the last step we have used R = 2H?. The trace
anomaly for a real scalar field has been obtained as
(—R)/(247x) [90] in a general two-dimensional spacetime,
where R is the Ricci scalar curvature of the spacetime.
Here, note in particular that we have regarded a complex
scalar field ¢(x), which has two real scalar field compo-
nents. Therefore, the result (50) is in agrement with the
result obtained in the literature; see, e.g., [3,4] for a
comprehensive review.

C. Effective Lagrangian

Now that we have obtained the induced energy-momentum
tensor, it is possible to return the definition (16) and construct
the effective action S. such that its functional derivatives
reproduce the expressions (41)—(43), then we can identify the
effective Lagrangian L. ;. We begin by introducing the
induced current J,, which is the regularized in-vacuum
expectation value of the current of the scalar field ¢(x),
whose dynamics is described by the action (1). The induced
current has been computed in Ref. [39], and is given by

H
J,=Q(r) —er csc(2ry) sinh(272)85),. (51)

Thus, the effective electromagnetic potential A.J, can be
constructed by combining Egs. (4) and (51) as

2

H
AJ = g"A,J, = —Aycsc(2my) sinh(2z4).  (52)
n

To reach our goal of deriving the effective action, it is
convenient to rewrite the expressions (42) and (43) in terms

of the trace (49) and the effective electromagnetic potential
(52). We then obtain

Too = %92<1)(T +A), (53)
Ty = _%92(7)@ —AJ). (54)

Variation of

Sur = —% / P J=g{T + AT}, (55)

with respect to the inverse metric g* gives

1 1
6Seff = z/ dzx\/—g{E(T +Aj)gﬂy —Aﬂ.]y}égm/, (56)

then definition (16), leads to Eqgs. (41), (53), and (54).
Therefore, Eq. (55) is the desired nonperturbative, regular-
ized, one-loop effective action of scalar QED in dS,, and the
corresponding effective Lagrangian reads

Lo = =5 /79(T + ). (57)
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Substitution of Egs. (49) and (52) into Eq. (57) yields the
explicit form of the effective Lagrangian as

HA\ [1 2,
Ly = / —9<Z> [6 —&+ 12,2 — plog(u)

2 1
+ % (1 —icsc(2my) sinh(2z4) )y <§ +r+ i/l)
IS 1
+5 (1 4 icsc(2my) sinh(2zA) )y (E -7+ i/l)
— Ay cse(2my) sinh(Zml)} . (58)

The nonperturbative scalar QED effective action in two-
dimensional de Sitter and anti—de Sitter spacetimes has been
obtained in Ref. [40], by employing the in-out formalism
which is introduced by Schwinger and DeWitt; see, e.g., [91]
for a review. In the in-out formalism, the effective action is
related to the transition amplitude between in-vacuum and
out-vacuum states of the quantum fields; hence it is required
to use the Bogoliubov coefficients. In de Sitter spacetime, in
order to have a well-defined out-vacuum state to calculate the
Bogoliubov coefficients, it is necessary to adopt the semi-
classical approximation. In the semiclassical regime, the
parameters A, 4, and & are constrained as [39,43,44]

P> +28> 1. (59)

However, the approach that we adopt in this paper involves
only the in-vacuum state. Hence, we do not need to consider
the out-vacuum sate which in turn requires the condition (59).
Consequently, the effective Lagrangian (58) can be probed in
larger domains of the parameters 4, y, and &, compared with
those effective Lagrangians which are derived under the
semiclassical condition.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has investigated the one-loop induced energy-
momentum tensor of a complex scalar field in the context
of scalar QED in a two-dimensional de Sitter spacetime.
The dynamics of the scalar field is described by the action
presented in Eq. (1). We have assumed that the scalar field
propagates in a uniform electric field background in the
Poincaré patch of dS,. The metric of the spacetime can be
read from Eq. (2), and the electric field background is
described by the vector potential (4). Since, a systematic
treatment of ultraviolet divergences in expectation values
which are computed in an adiabatic and Hadamard state is
relatively simple and straightforward, we calculate the
expectation value of energy-momentum tensor in the in-
vacuum state. The results for the expectation values of the
energy-momentum tensor components in the in-vacuum
state are given by Eqgs. (22)—(24). We have used adiabatic
subtraction method to regularize the expectation values, the
complete set of the appropriate counterterms is obtained in
Egs. (38)—(40). Then, each of the expressions (22)—(24) is

regularized by subtracting its counterterm. This procedure
removes all the ultraviolet divergences and brings us to
the induced energy-momentum tensor whose components
are given by Egs. (41)—(43). The components of the induced
energy-momentum tensor are continuous and analytic func-
tions of the parameters mass y, conformal coupling constant
¢, and electric field A. We showed that, in the zero electric
field case, the induced energy-momentum tensor takes the
form (44), and agrees with the energy-momentum tensor of a
neutral scalar field obtained earlier in the literature.

We observe that the off-diagonal components of the
induced energy-momentum tensor vanish. Figures 1 and 2
reveals the behaviors of the magnitudes of timelike T, and
spacelike 7| components of the induced energy-momentum
tensor, respectively. For fixed values of y and & in the strong
electric field regime A > max(1, u, £), the magnitudes of Ty
and 7T'; increase significantly with increasing 4; except in the
close neighborhoods of the zero values of Ty, and 7' . Recall
that in the figures the both scales are logarithmic; hence near
the zero values of T, and Ty, a singular behavior is seen for
the curves. In the strong electric field regime, Ty and 7';; can
be well approximated by the expressions (45) and (46),
respectively. For fixed values of 1 and &, the magnitudes of
Too and Ty decrease with increasing u. In the heavy scalar
field regime p > max(1, 4, &), the approximate expressions
for Ty and T, are given by Eq. (47).

The trace of the induced energy-momentum tensor
has been obtained in Eq. (49), which yields the trace
anomaly (50). In the discussion below Eq. (50), we have
pointed out that our result for the trace anomaly is in
agrement with the trace anomaly of a massless conformally
coupled real scalar field in a general two-dimensional
spacetime obtained earlier in the literature.

The major achievement of this research is the derivation of
the effective Lagrangian (58) from the induced energy-
momentum tensor. More precisely, the expression (58) is the
nonperturbative, regularized, one-loop effective Lagrangian
for a scalar field coupled to a uniform electric field back-
ground in the Poincaré patch of dS,. In the derivation of the
effective Lagrangian (58), we do not impose any semi-
classical condition such as (59). Consequently, our result for
the effective Lagrangian can be examined in larger domains
of the parameters 4, p, and &, compared with those effective
Lagrangians which are derived by using semiclassical
approaches.

It will be important that future research could continue to
extend this work in higher dimensions, e.g., three or four
dimensional de Sitter spacetime within the scalar and Dirac
QED frameworks. In analogy to Egs. (41)—(43), one can
calculate the induced energy-momentum tensor, and then the
effective action can be found by matching the components of
the induced energy-momentum tensor to the definition (16).
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APPENDIX: MOMENTUM INTEGRALS OVER Ts = —™3 /A dpW,,(=2ip)W,_.,(2ip).  (AS)
THE WHITTAKER FUNCTIONS 0 7 7
In the appendix we present the definitions and explicit Ts = —e™ R / hdp W, (=2ip)W\_,(2ip),  (A6)
values of the coefficients 7,75, ..., Z; which are appeared o P '
in Egs. (20) and (21). These coefficients are defined as Adp
I7 = enﬁrs/) ?Wx,y(_2ip)wl—x.y(2ip)7 (A7)

A
7o —e [Capplwe-2ipP. (AD o
0 where the operators I and ) extract the imaginary and real

) parts of the expressions, respectively. Integrals (A1)-(A7)
) (A2) are seen to be of the same type as those momentum
integrals which occurred in calculation of the induced
current of a scalar field in dS, [39] and dS, [43]. For

A
7, = e [ aplw,,(~2ip)

Adp
N 74 - _9; 2
Is=e A p Wiy (=2ip)I, (A3) calculating these integrals, we consider the Mellin-Barnes
Ad integral representation of the Whittaker function evaluated
I,=e™" / ap (Wi, (—2ip) 2, (A4) on a contour described just below Eq. (11) and accomplish
o P the resulting integrals, as explained in Ref. [43] with some

routine modifications. We eventually find

1 1 1 5 7 1 3
I, =-A? A+—= (72 2 ) 1og(2A) +———A2 ——y2 = 2 ) 2747
1=5 +r +2<y +32 4) og( )+16 4/1 27 2rﬂycso( my)e

3 j 1 .
5 riy cot(2my) —% <}/2 + 322 — Z) csc(2ry) |:]7,' sin(2zy) + (€27 + ¢=2mi7)

1 . 1
X Y <§ -y + i/lr) — (e?r + ez””’)y/<§ +y+ iﬂrﬂ , (AB)

and

T, = A+ rllog(2A) — rA —y cot(2zy) — y csc(2my)e*™”
j . 1 . 1
- % ricsc(2zy) |:77,' sin(2zy) + (e*™7 + 721 )y (E -7+ i/1r> — (e¥™r 4 62”’7)1;/(5 +r+ i/lr)] . (A9)

Also, integrals (A3)—(A7) have been computed in Ref. [92], by using the procedure explained in [43], and the following
results have been obtained

j ] . 1 . 1
I3 =1og(2A) — %ﬂ' — %CSC(Zﬂ.’}’) [(ez”h + e‘z””’)y/<§ -r+ Mr) — (e¥™r 4 277 x 1//(5 +y+ izlr)] , (A10)

1/1
T, =2A% —4rAA + 5 <Z + 22 - y2> + rly cot(2xy) + rly csc(2my)e*™, (A11)
T A? L + 12 ! log(2A) + : A+ : 32+ 2 > + : Ay cot(2xy) + : Ay csc(2my) e
=-A>—= - —xrd + - - +=r —r
5 3 14 4 g 4” 4 4 4 3 4 Yy 3 4 y)e

] 1 , 1 . 1
+ écsc(2m/) <y2 + A% = i ir/1> {(62”’“ + e )y <§ -7+ i/lr) — (2™ + > )y <§ +r+ iﬂrﬂ

] 1 . 1 . 1
+ écsc(Zzzy) <y2 + A2 - Yl irﬂ) |:(€2”h + e )y (5 +y- i/1r> — (e¥r 4 62’”7)l//(§ -r= iﬂr)} , (A12)
Tg=1 (A13)
6=75"
T, =2A—rd—ycot(2ny) — y csc(2xy)e>™ . (A14)
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