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According to the microscopic formulation of Landauer’s principle, when information is deleted the
Von Neumann entropy of the system gets reduced with a corresponding energy cost. Although
within the same perspective the growth of the entropy should remain unconstrained we show that
during quantum amplification the heat flow does restrict the increase of the Von Neumann entropy.
When applied to the case of relic gravitons (with frequencies between the aHz region and the THz
domain) the bounds obtained here set a limit on initial thermal gravitons and on the total duration
of inflation.

The Landauer’s conjecture [1–3] stipulates that the (ir-
reversible) erasure of one bit demands an energy input
larger or equal to T ln 2, where T denotes hereunder the
temperature of the environment1. From a microscopic
perspective this conjecture underlies a physical principle
applicable to all quantum systems where an originally
pure state interacts with an initially thermal environment
[4]. We want to examine here the microscopic descrip-
tion of parametric amplification [5–7] in the light of the
quantum thermodynamical considerations usually asso-
ciated with the Landauer’s principle. As an application,
the restrictions on the entropy variation shall be explored
in the case of the gravitons that are produced thanks to
the early variation of the space-time curvature [8–10] es-
pecially in connection with the conventional inflationary
paradigm [11–13] (see also [14] for a review).

If the quantum mechanical Hamiltonians of the sys-
tem and of the environment (denoted, respectively, by

Ĥa and Ĥb) are initially uncorrelated (and characterized

by an Hermitian interaction Ĥab) the unitary evolution
suggests that the heat transferred to the environment
∆Qb should be related to the variation of the entropy of
the system ∆Sa by the microscopic formulation of the
Landauer’s principle [15] as:

∆Qb ≥ −T ∆Sa, ∆Qb = Tr[Ĥb(ρ̂
(fin)
b − ρ̂

(in)
b )], (1)

where Tb = T denotes here the temperature of the ther-
mal environment. The (uncorrelated) density matrix of

the initial state ρ̂
(in)
ab = ρ̂

(in)
a ⊗ ρ̂

(in)
b evolves unitarily

ρ̂
(fin)
ab = Û(τfin, τin) ρ̂

(in)
ab Û†(τfin, τin), (2)

since Û† = Û−1. The density operator of the final state
can be traced over the degrees of freedom of the environ-

ment (i.e. ρ̂
(fin)
a = Trb[ ρ̂

(fin)
a b ]) and of the system (i.e.

ρ̂
(fin)
b = Tra[ ρ̂

(fin)
a b ]). With these standard quantum me-

chanical notations the variation of the (Von Neumann)

∗Electronic address: massimo.giovannini@cern.ch
1 The natural system of units ℏ = c = kB = 1 is employed
throughout; in terms of the Newton’s constant G the Planck
length ℓP and the Planck mass MP are defined accordingly, i.e.
ℓP =

√
8π/MP and MP = 1/

√
G.

entropy of the system appearing in Eq. (1) reads ∆Sa =

S[ρ̂
(fin)
a ]− S[ρ̂

(in)
a ] where, as usual, S[ρ̂] = −Tr[ρ̂ ln ρ̂].

When information is erased, the final entropy of the
system decreases from an initially larger value so that
∆Sa < 0: to delete one bit of information ∆Sa = − ln 2
and Eq. (1) demands that the energy cost for this min-
imal erasure is ∆Qb ≥ T ln 2 [1–3]. Although the poten-
tial saturation of the bound given by Eq. (1) is under
debate [16], the Landauer’s conjecture has been exper-
imentally verified in a number of different frameworks
[17–19]. Since the removal of information requires a de-
crease of the entropy of the system, when ∆Sa > 0 the
condition imposed by Eq. (1) does not seem restrictive:
a physical quantity which is positive semi-definite (i.e.
∆Qb ≥ 0) always exceeds a negative contribution (i.e.
−T∆Sa). In other words there is an inevitable energy
cost to delete information whereas the acquisition of the
information remains practically unconstrained: this is ul-
timately the logic behind the proposed solution of the
well known Maxwell’s paradox [2–4]. We now point out
that when the system and the environment are initially
uncorrelated the quantum parametric amplification im-
plies ∆Sa ≥ 0 so that Eq. (1) does not suggest any
relevant restriction. The purpose of the present inves-
tigation is however to demonstrate that the growth of
the entropy of the system associated with the parametric
amplification complies with the following physical bound

∆Sa < ∆Qb/T, n(q) ≫ 1, (3)

where n(q) indicates throughout the average multiplicity
of the produced quanta. In case n(q) = O(1) the bound

of Eq. (3) is still valid provided n ≤ en
(q)−1/n(q) (having

denoted with n the average thermal multiplicity of the
environment at temperature T ).
To deduce the bound of Eq. (3) we now examine the

situation where the system and the environment corre-
spond, respectively, to a pair of quantum oscillators with
frequencies ωa and ωb:

Ĥa = ωa(â
† â+ 1/2), Ĥb = ωb(b̂

† b̂+ 1/2), (4)

with [â, b̂] = 0. As required by Eq. (2), the density ma-
trices of the two components are (initially) uncorrelated

i.e. ρ̂
(in)
a b = ρ̂

(in)
a ⊗ ρ̂

(in)
b ; in particular the system is in the
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vacuum (i.e. ρ̂
(in)
a = | 0⟩⟨0 |) whereas the density matrix

of the environment is a mixture with statistical weights
provided by the Bose-Einstein (geometric) distribution:

ρ̂
(in)
b =

∞∑
m=0

nm

(n+ 1)m+1
|m⟩⟨m |, (5)

where n denotes the averaged thermal multiplicity. To
have quantum amplification the interaction Hamiltonian
Ĥab must not commute with the sum of the number op-
erators of the system and of the environment; its general
form is [5–7]:

Ĥab = λ â† b̂† e−iω τ + λ∗ â b̂ eiω τ , (6)

where λ(τ) = q(τ) ei θin and ω = ωa + ωb. The evolution

of â and b̂ follows then from the total Hamiltonian given
by the sum of Eqs. (4) and (6), i.e. Ĥ = Ĥa+ Ĥb+ Ĥa b.
The solution of the corresponding Heisenberg equations

∂τ â = i [Ĥ, â] and ∂τ b̂ = i [Ĥ, b̂] is:

â(fin) = e−iδa
[
cosh r â(in) − eiθ sinh r b̂(in)†

]
,

b̂(fin)† = eiδb
[
cosh r b̂(in)† − e−iθ sinh r â(in)

]
, (7)

where θ = (π/2 + θin) while δa = ωa∆τ and δb = ωb∆τ
(we set here ∆τ = (τfin − τin)); from Eq. (6) it follows
that r =

∫ τfin

τin
dτ ′q(τ ′). Thanks to the Baker-Hausdorff

lemma, Eq. (7) may be reformulated in terms of two

unitary operators [7] given, respectively, by R̂(δa, δb) =

exp [−iδa â
(in) †â(in) − iδb b̂

(in) †b̂(in)] and by Σ̂(z) =

exp [z∗ â(in) b̂(in) − z â(in) † b̂(in) †] where z = r ei θ. The
unitary transformation appearing in Eq. (7) is then ex-

pressed as â(fin) = Σ̂†(z) R̂†(δa, δb) â
(in) R̂(δa, δb) Σ̂(z)

and as b̂(fin)† = Σ̂†(z) R̂†(δa, δb) b̂
(in)† R̂(δa, δb) Σ̂(z).

The density matrix at late time can then be written in
terms of R̂(δa, δb) and Σ̂(z):

ρ̂
(fin)
ab = R̂(δa, δb) Σ̂(z) ρ̂

(in)
ab Σ̂†(z)R̂†(δa, δb), (8)

while the reduced density operators ρ̂
(fin)
b = Tra[ρ̂

(fin)
ab ]

and ρ̂
(fin)
a = Trb[ρ̂

(fin)
ab ] directly follow from Eq. (8);

their explicit form becomes:

ρ̂
(fin)
b =

∞∑
ℓ=0

∞∑
m=0

p
(b)
mℓ[n, n

(q)] | ℓ+m⟩⟨m+ ℓ |, (9)

ρ̂(fin)a =

∞∑
ℓ=0

p
(a)
ℓ [n, n(q)] | ℓ⟩⟨ℓ |, (10)

where, as in Eq. (3), n(q) = sinh2 r denotes the aver-
age multiplicity of the produced quanta. The statistical
weights entering Eqs. (9)–(10) are eventually given by:

p
(b)
ℓm[n, n(q)] =

(
m+ ℓ

m

)
nm n(q) ℓ

(n+ 1)m+1[n(q) + 1]m+ℓ+1
,

p
(a)
ℓ [n, n(q)] =

n(q) ℓ (1 + n)ℓ

[1 + n(q)(n+ 1)]ℓ+1
. (11)

The derivation of Eqs. (9)–(11) simplifies by appreciat-

ing that the operators (â†â + b̂b̂†)/2, â b̂ and â† b̂† (all
entering the total Hamiltonian) satisfy the commutation
relations of the SU(1, 1) Lie algebra. From this obser-
vation Eq. (11) can be related to the Wigner matrix
elements of the unitary and irreducible representations
of the corresponding group; the states |na nb⟩ (where na

and nb denote, respectively, the eigenvalues of the num-
ber operators of the system and of the environment) form
a basis for the irreducible representations; k (the so-called
Bargmann parameter [20] related to the eigenvalue of the
Casimir operator) corresponds to k = (1+Q)/2 where Q

is now the eigenvalue of Q̂ = N̂a − N̂b; note, in fact, that
[Ĥ, Q̂] = 0.
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Figure 1: The values reported in the labels are constant along
each contour and correspond to the common logarithms of
T∆Sa/∆Qb computed from the right-hand side of Eq. (12).
In the shaded regions the bound of Eq. (3) is satisfied. The

plane (n, n(q)) is illustrated in the left plot; in the right plot we
traded instead n for ωb/T . Common logarithms are employed
on both axes of each plot. The areas where the bound is
not satisfied, as anticipated in Eq. (3), correspond to large
thermal multiplicities and comparatively negligible quantum
amplification (i.e. n(q) = O(1) or smaller).

The result of Eq. (3) follows from Eqs. (10)–(11) since,
after computing the entropy variation of the system (i.e.

∆Sa = S[ρ̂
(fin)
a ] − S[ρ̂

(in)
a ]), we directly obtain ∆Sa =

[(N +1) ln (N + 1)−N lnN ] where N = n(q)(n+1) now
indicates, with stenographic notation, the total averaged
multiplicity of the final state. Moreover the heat flowing
to the environment can be also expressed in terms of N ,

i.e. ∆Qb = Tr[Ĥb(ρ̂
(fin)
b − ρ̂

(in)
b )] = ωb N ; thus the ratio

between T∆Sa and ∆Qb finally gives:

T
∆Sa

∆Qb
=

(
T

ωb

)[
lnN

N
+

(
1 +

1

N

)
ln

(
1 +

1

N

)]
. (12)

Because ωb/T can be traded for the averaged thermal
multiplicity n = (eωb/T −1)−1, the right-hand side of Eq.

(12) only depends on n and n(q). Furthermore, despite
the value of n, the value of N always exceed 1 provided
the quantum amplification is effective (i.e. n(q) ≥ 1). All
in all, when ωb ≥ T and N > 1 the bound of Eq. (3)
is verified since, in this limit, the right-hand side of Eq.
(12) never overshoots 1. In the complementary region of
the parameter space (i.e. ωb < T ), n ≃ (T/ωb) > 1 so
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that the condition stemming from Eqs. (3) and (12) reads

T∆Sa/∆Qb = [1+ ln (n(q) n)]/n(q) < 1; this requirement

is satisfied provided n ≤ e[n
(q)−1]/n(q), as anticipated

after Eq. (3). In Fig. 1 the logarithms of the right-hand
side of Eq. (12) are illustrated without approximations:

the plane (n, n(q)) is examined in the left panel while in

the right plot the plane (ωb/T, n
(q)) is analyzed. The

shaded areas correspond to the regions where the bound
of Eq. (3) is satisfied and T ∆Sa/∆Qb < 1.
The production of particles in curved backgrounds ul-

timately rests on the same physical premises of the quan-
tum parametric amplification [21–24] and this is why
pairs of gravitons are produced thanks to the early vari-
ation of the space-time curvature [8, 9]. To substantiate
this statement we now introduce the second-order tensor
fluctuation of the Einstein-Hilbert action in a spatially
flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker background [10] (see
also [25])

Sg =
1

8ℓ2P

∫
d4x a2(τ) ηµν ∂µ hi j ∂νh

i j , (13)

where hi j is solenoidal, traceless (i.e. h i
i = ∂ih

i j = 0)
and it describes the tensor modes of the four-dimensional
geometry. In Eq. (13) ηµν denotes the Minkowski metric
[with signature (+,−,−,−)] and a(τ) is the scale factor,
written as a function of the conformal time coordinate
τ . The relative variation of the scale factor is given by
H = (ln a)′ and the prime denotes hereunder, for the sake
of conciseness, a derivation with respect to τ . When
the rescaled canonical amplitudes µi j = hi j/a(τ) and
the comoving momenta πi j = (∂τµi j −Hµi j)/(8ℓ

2
P ) are

promoted to the status of field operators we deduce

µ̂i j(x⃗, τ) =
√
2 ℓP

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2

∑
α

e
(α)
i j µ̂k⃗, αe

−ik⃗·x⃗,

π̂i j(x⃗, τ) =
1

4
√
2ℓP

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2

∑
α

e
(α)
i j π̂k⃗, αe

−ik⃗·x⃗, (14)

where the sums run over the two tensor polarizations

α = ⊕,⊗, i.e. e
(⊕)
i j (k̂) = (m̂i m̂j + n̂i n̂j) and e

(⊗)
i j (k̂) =

(m̂i n̂j −m̂j n̂i); m̂, n̂ and k̂ are just a triplet of mutually

orthogonal unit vectors obeying m̂× n̂ = k̂.
In terms of the creation and annihilation operators

with opposite three-momenta we have µ̂k⃗, α = (âk⃗, α +

â†
−k⃗, α

)/
√
2 k and π̂k⃗, α = −i (âk⃗, α − â†

−k⃗, α
)
√
k/2. The

Hamiltonian operator deduced from the action (13) takes
then the same form of Eqs. (4) and (6),

Ĥg(τ) =
1

2

∫
d3k

∑
α

k
[
â†
k⃗, α

âk⃗, α + â−k⃗, αâ
†
−k⃗, α

]
+

1

2

∫
d3k

∑
α

[
λ∗âk⃗, αâ−k⃗, α + λâ†

k⃗, α
â†
−k⃗, α

]
,(15)

where λ = iH. The previous quantum mechanical anal-
ysis can be now be repeated by bearing in mind that the
modes of the field with opposite three-momenta now op-
erate in different subspaces of the Hilbert space. For in-
stance the analog of Eq. (7) can now be written in terms

of the complex functions up, α(τ, τin) and vp, α(τ, τin)
subjected to the unitarity condition |u∗

p, α(τ, τin)|2 −
|v∗p, α(τ, τin)|2 = 1

âp⃗, α(τ) = up, α(τ, τin)b̂
(in)
p⃗, α − vp, α(τ, τin)b̂

(in) †
−p⃗, α,

â†−p⃗,α(τ) = u∗
p, α(τ, τin)b̂

(in)†
−p⃗, α − v∗p, α(τ, τin)b̂

(in)
p⃗, α . (16)

The two functions of Eq. (16) are however determined
by the following pair of dynamical equations

u′
p,α = −ipup,α−Hv∗p,α, v′p,α = −ipvp,α−Hu∗

p,α, (17)

that must be solved with the appropriate boundary con-
ditions. The averaged multiplicity at τfin becomes now

n
(q)
k = |v∗p, α(τfin, τin)|2 and it depends, as the initial

thermal multiplicity nk = (ek/T − 1)−1, on the modu-
lus of the comoving three-momentum k. The quantum
states are classified in the Fock basis where the oscillators
−k⃗ correspond to the system while the ones with +k⃗ are
associated with the environment. The entropy increase
for each k-mode has the same form of the one already dis-
cussed in Eq. (12) with the difference that, in the present

context, all the average multiplicities depend on k = |⃗k|,
i.e. Nk = n

(q)
k [nk + 1]. The bound of Eq. (3) holds

then for each mode of the field, i.e. T∆Sk/∆Qk < 1.

The condition n
(q)
k ≫ 1 is naturally satisfied since the

produced number of graviton pairs exceeds 1 except for
the maximal wavenumber (or maximal frequency) of the
spectrum.
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Figure 2: As in Fig. 1, the different labels in both plots
indicate the logarithms of T∆Sk/∆Qk. In the left panel
the bound is illustrated in the context of the concordance
paradigm (i.e. νmax = 200MHz, δ = 1). In the right plot we
consider instead the example νmax = 100 GHz and δ = 1/2.

When ν = O(νmax) we have that n
(q)
k = O(1) and a single

pair of gravitons is produced for each mode of the field. Com-
mon logarithms are employed on both axes.

It is actually known that in terms of the comoving
frequency (i.e. ν = 2πk) the spectrum of the relic gravi-
tons extends between the aHz region (aHz = 10−18 Hz)
and the THz domain (see, for instance, [14]). For a
broad range of scenarios the frequency dependence of the
averaged multiplicity can be expressed as n(q)(ν, τ0) =
(ν/νmax)

−4+mT [26] where mT indicates the spectral in-
dex; the value of the maximal frequency corresponds to
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the production of a single graviton pair. Both νmax

and mT are model-dependent even though νmax can-
not exceed the THz [27]. For a single post-inflationary
stage of expansion prior to matter-radiation equality
mT = [32(1−δ)+2rT (δ−2)]/(16−rT ) where rT < 0.06 is
the tensor-to scalar ratio (bounded by the observations of
the temperature and polarization anisotropies of the Cos-
mic Microwave Background [28]) while δ approximately
accounts for the rate of post-inflationary expansion. In
the concordance paradigm (i.e. δ → 1, mT = −rT /8)
we have νmax = O(200)MHz; this value can increase up
to O(100) GHz if the post-inflationary stage of expan-
sion is different from radiation (i.e. δ ̸= 1) and νmax can
be either larger or smaller than νmax. For instance the
averaged multiplicity is of the order of 1020 in the con-
cordance scenario for typical frequencies O(kHz) (corre-
sponding to the region of operating wide-band detectors
[26]).

In Fig. 2 we illustrate the bound of Eq. (3) for frequen-
cies ranging between the aHz and the THz; the two sets of
parameter correspond, respectively, to the concordance
scenario and to the presence of a post-inflationary phase
expanding slower than radiation (with δ = 1/2). In more
general terms, if we demand that the bound is satisfied
without any constraint on the initial thermal multiplicity,
then (T/ν) < 1 where, as before, T is the pre-inflationary
temperature of the thermal gravitons defining the initial
environment. In terms of the present frequencies (ν/T )
depends then on the duration of inflation measured by
N (i.e. the total number of e-folds):

ν/T = 1.3× 10−2(ν/νp) (Tmax/T ) exp [N −Nc], (18)

where νp = O(3)aHz is the lowest frequency of the gravi-

tons [8–14]; T < Tmax = [45/(4π3geff )]
1/4

√
HmaxMP is

the maximal temperature of the thermal gravitons com-
patible with early occurrence of inflation and Hmax ≤
10−5MP denotes the expansion rate at the onset of the
inflationary stage; finally geff is the effective number of
relativistic degrees of freedom at Tmax (geff = 106.75
in the case of a standard particle content [29]). Since
Nc = O(60) is the minimal number of e-folds required
to solve the problems associated with the causal struc-
ture of the hot big-bang model [29], the stronger version
of the entropy bound obtained here demands ν/T > 1.
This either implies that N = O(Nc) and T ≤ 10−2Tmax

or N > Nc in Eq. (18) for all frequencies of the spectrum
(i.e. ν > aHz). We remark that a total number of e-folds
larger than O(60) is generally required for inflationary
scenarios without fine-tuning.

Conclusions. To delete information the entropy of the
system must be reduced but this decrement demands an
energy cost. When the entropy variation of the system is
positive the Landauer’s bound is however not constrain-
ing. From a microscopic viewpoint we derived a bound
that limits the increase of the Von Neumann entropy as-
sociated with the quantum parametric amplification. We
showed, as an application, that if the obtained limit is
enforced over the whole spectrum of the relic gravitons
the total number of inflationary e-folds must roughly ex-
ceed the critical number O(60) required to address the
causality problems of the hot big-bang scenario.
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and J. Vigen and of the whole CERN Scientific informa-
tion Service.

[1] R. Landauer, IBM J. Res. Dev. 5, 183 (1961).
[2] C. H. Bennett, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 21, 905 (1982).
[3] R. Landauer, Phys. Lett. A 217, 188 (1996).
[4] K. Maruyama, F. Nori and V. Vedral, Rev. Mod. Phys.

81, 1 (2009).
[5] W. Louisell, A. Yariv, and A.Siegman Phys. Rev. 124,

1646 (1961).
[6] B. L. Mollow and R. J. Glauber, Phys. Rev. 160, 1076

(1967); Phys. Rev. 160, 1097 (1967).
[7] L. Mandel and E. Wolf, Optical Coherence and Quantum

Optics (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995).
[8] L. Grishchuk, Sov. Phys. JETP 40, 409 (1975) [Zh. Eksp.

Teor. Fiz. 67, 825 (1974)].
[9] L. Grishchuk, Annals N. Y. Acad. Sci. 302, 439 (1977).

[10] L. H. Ford and L. Parker, Phys. Rev. D 16, 245 (1977).
[11] A. A. Starobinsky, JETP Lett. 30, 682 (1979) [Pis’ma

Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 30, 719 (1979)].
[12] L.Abbott and M. Wise, Nucl. Phys. B 244, 541 (1984).
[13] S. W. Hawking, Phys. Lett. 150B, 339 (1985).
[14] M.Giovannini, Prog.Part.Nucl. Phys. 112,103774(2020).
[15] T. Sagawa and M.Ueda, Phys.Rev.Lett. 102,250602

(2009).
[16] P. Riechers and M.Gu, Phys. Rev. A 104, 012214 (2021).
[17] K. Shizume, Phys. Rev. E 52, 3495 (1995).

[18] R. Dillenschneider and E. Lutz, Phys.Rev.Lett. 102,
210601 (2009).

[19] Y. Jun, M. Gavrilov, and J. Bechhoefer, Phys. Rev. Lett.
113, 190601 (2014).

[20] V. Bargmann, Ann. of Math. 48, 568 (1947).
[21] L. Parker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 21, 562-564 (1968).
[22] L. H. Ford, Phys. Rev. D 35, 2955 (1987).
[23] L. Grishchuk and Y. Sidorov, Phys. Rev. D 42, 3413

(1990).
[24] L. Parker and D. Toms, “Quantum Field Theory in

Curved Spacetime” (Cambridge University Press, 2009).
[25] M. MacCallum and A. Taub, Commun. Math. Phys. 30,

153 (1973).
[26] M. Giovannini, JCAP 05, 056 (2023); Phys. Rev. D 108,

123508 (2023).
[27] M. Giovannini, Phys. Lett. B 854, 138769 (2024).
[28] Y. Akrami et al. [Planck], Astron. Astrophys. 641, A10

(2020); N. Aghanim et al. [Planck], Astron. Astrophys.
641, A6 (2020); P. Ade et al. [BICEP/Keck], Phys. Rev.
Lett. 127, 151301 (2021).

[29] S. Weinberg, Cosmology (Oxford University Press, Ox-
ford, UK, 2008).


	References

