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Abstract

The relation between the Hubble constant and the scale efsymmetry breaking is investigated
in models of inflation dominated by a string modulus. Usuallyhis kind of models the gravitino
mass is of the same order of magnitude as the Hubble conshtacth v8 not desirable from the phe-
nomenological point of view. It is shown that slow-roll séglgoint inflation may be compatible with
a low scale of supersymmetry breaking only if some corresti the lowest order Kéhler potential
are taken into account. However, choosing an appropriatéek@otential is not enough. There are
also conditions for the superpotential, and e.g. the popaleetrack superpotential turns out to be
not suitable. A model is proposed in which slow-roll inflatiand a light gravitino are compatible.
It is based on a superpotential with a triple gaugino conalgms and the Kahler potential with the
leading string corrections. The problem of fine tuning angegdmental constraints are discussed for
that model.
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1 Introduction

The existence of an inflationary stage in the very early Usweas a paradigm of the contemporary
cosmology. Inflation solves many problems of the standasthabogy, such as flathess and isotropy
of the observed Universe. It provides also the best knownhar@sm to generate the primordial
density fluctuations. This feature of inflation makes itabs by means of the CMB spectrum which
is measured very precisely by WMAP and will be measured eetteibby the forthcoming Planck
satellite.

Inflation is usually implemented via dynamics of a scaladfiethe inflaton. The scalar sector
of the Standard Model contains only the Higgs field and iteptal cannot accommodate infla-
tion. Thus, inflation can be realized only in some (more funéatal) generalization of the Standard
Model. The most promising candidates for “the theory of gileng” are 10-dimensional string the-
ories. To make contact with our low-energy 4-dimensionatleycsix of these dimensions have to
be compactified. The main obstacle which for many years ptedefrom doing phenomenology
within string theories was lack of a potential for the modidlids parametrizing 6-dimensional inter-
nal manifolds. The breakthrough in the moduli stabilizatreas made within the framework of type
lIB string theory, the dilaton and the complex structure mdo(CSM) were stabilized by turning on
some non-trivial fluxed J1]. A mechanism to stabilize alse K&ahler moduli, including the volume
modulus, was proposed in the famous KKLT modél [2]. It usespeoturbative effects, such as the
gaugino condensation, which give rise to terms in the sugterpiall depending exponentially on the
volume modulus. As a result, the volume modulus is staldlinea supersymmetric (SUSY) anti de
Sitter (AdS) minimum which, after inclusion of anti-branesuplifted to a de Sitter (dS) space. The
main drawback of this model is the explicit breaking of SUSyanti-branes. However, this part of
the KKLT model has been improved and the moduli have beenligebin dS vacua with SUSY
broken spontaneously by F-terms [4]-][11] or D-terms [124]]

Development of dS string vacua opened the possibility ostroeting inflationary models within
string theories. There are two types of scenarios: One reardlation, where the interbrane distance
plays the role of the inflaton [15]-[16]. The other one is mibdhflation, where the inflaton is one of
the moduli fields. In this paper, we concentrate on the lattenario. In the KKLT model with only
one exponential term in the superpotential, the potertitdo steep for slow-roll inflation. However,
adding second exponential term to the superpotential maRaton possible. This was done in [17]
where a model called the racetrack inflation was proposed.dtmodel with one Kahler modulus,
the volume modulus. Its imaginary part plays the role of tiftaton. Similarly as in the KKLT
model, a dS vacuum is obtained by non-supersymmetric ingiftRacetrack inflation models with
supersymmetric uplifting have been also constructed. Aehatth string theoryn/-corrections as a
source of uplifting and with SUSY broken in a dS vacuum by ramishing F-terms was presented in
[18]. D-terms were used to uplift the potential in racetradkation in [19]. The racetrack inflation
model was generalized to the case of two Kahler moduli_in.[ZDdher models of moduli inflation
were proposed in[21]-[22].

It was pointed out in[23] that in inflationary models basedlmmKKLT moduli stabilization, the

L In the KKLT model it is assumed that the dilaton and the CSMsaabilized at high energies and nonperturbative
effects do not destabilize them. [ [3] a detailed analybthe validity of this assumption was done. It was found that i
the simplest model without CSM moduli stabilization cannetachieved.
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gravitino mass is typically of the order of the Hubble scaleing inflation which should be many
orders of magnitude larger than the electroweak scale. Madéh such heavy gravitino (typically
much above the TeV scale) are disfavored from the phenorogital point of view. A possible
solution to this problem was proposed in[23] where it waseobsd that in models with a SUSY
Minkowski vacuum the gravitino mass is not directly relatedhe scale of inflation. Such SUSY
Minkowski vacua exist in KKLT type models with the racetratkperpotentials (an additional tuning
of parameters is necessary). We will call it the Kalloshdar{KL) model.

In [24] an inflationary model based on the KL model was corséd. However, in this model the
moduli are stabilized in a non-SUSY Minkowski minimum, wihiwas obtained by uplifting an AdS
minimum (existing in addition to the SUSY Minkowski one). driefore, in this model the gravitino
mass is also much larger than the TeV scale.

The main goal of this paper is to construct an inflationary ehodithin the framework of type
[IB string theory, with the gravitino mass much smaller thia@ Hubble constant during inflation. We
restrict ourselves to models with only one Kéahler modulbs {tolume modulus) and assume that the
dilaton and the CSM are stabilized by fluxes at some highdescahe results of our investigation
should be valid also for multi-field models with inflation dorated by the volume modulus. We
focus on inflation that occurs in the vicinity of the saddlépavith the inflaton rolling down towards
the SUSY Minkowski minimum at which the gravitino mass vaeis (or near-Minkowski minimum
at which the gravitino mass is very small). In order to find #abugh saddle points, which are
necessary for slow-roll inflation, we perform a general gtofl non-SUSY stationary points with
arbitrary Kahler potential and superpotential. We deriveeessary condition for slow-roll inflation.
Then, we focus on the string inspired Kahler potentials drathvghat, for a tree-level Kahler potential
and an arbitrary superpotential, inflation that finisheshem 8USY Minkowski minimum cannot be
realized. We find that the perturbative corrections to thel&&potential can improve somewhat the
situation but even with such corrections, inflation stithnat be implemented in the KL model.

We propose a model in which inflation with the Hubble constaoth bigger than the gravitino
mass can be realized. It is based on a superpotential witk #xponential terms that may originate
from the gaugino condensation in a hidden sector. We usétaddtéhler potential witl’-corrections
and string loop corrections. In this setup successful stWwinflation can be obtained with the
spectral index consistent with the observations. The orilaivhich is mainly the imaginary part of
the volume modulus, rolls down towards the SUSY near-Mindawninimum, where inflation ends.
Therefore, in this model the gravitino mass can be made vaa}is

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we analyzeS198Y stationary points and
formulate conditions necessary for slow-roll inflation. skection 3 we show how the string inspired
corrections to the K&hler potential may help in fulfillingcbuconditions. The KL model is analyzed
in section 4. We show that slow-roll inflation can not be rzadi in racetrack models with SUSY
Minkowski minimum even with the corrected Kahler potentidh section 5 we propose a triple
gaugino condensation model. It can accommodate slowntftdition with the Hubble constant much
bigger than the gravitino mass. We study predictions ofrtioslel and show that they are compatible
with current observational status. Finally, we concludsention 6.
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2 Non-supersymmetric stationary points

The scalar potential in supergravity can be expressednmstef the superpotentidl” and the Kahler
potential K in the following wa:

V= K (KﬁDIWDJW —3 \W|2> . 1)
Supersymmetric stationary points of this potential sgtilsé condition:
DWW =0/W + 0, KW =0. (2)

Using [2) and[(ll), we immediately see that the value of theml at a SUSY stationary point is
always non-positive and vanishes only when

W =0, W=0. 3)

Models with SUSY Minkowski vacua within type 1IB string thgowere studied in[[25]. In[[26] it
was shown that any Minkowski vacuum, satisfying conditi@)s is stable. Of course, the gravitino
mass vanishes in a SUSY Minkowski vacuum.

We are interested in inflation ending in a SUSY (near) Minkawsacuum. Inflation may end in
a Minkowski vacuum if it starts from the vicinity of a (neapsaddle point with positive energy. In
[27] the necessary conditions for the stability of non-SUBkowski vacua were found. In what
follows, we generalize those results for any non-SUSY atiatiy points.

For this analysis, it is convenient to work with functiGhdefined by:

G(®r, ®}) = K(Pr, }) +log W (®;) + log W(®}) . (4)
In terms of(G, the scalar potential can be Writtevﬁas
V=9 (67667 -3) . (5)

Following [27], we use the tools of K&ahler geometry with thetrit given by the second derivative of
the Kahler potentialr,;. A covariant derivative of a scalar is equal to an ordinamjagive, therefore
we can write the stationarity conditions using covariam@gives (which is more convenient):

Gr(GEGr —2) +GEV,Gx =0. (6)
The second covariant derivatives of the potential are goyen
ViV,V = 0,0,V —TFoKV , (7

whereT'%; is the connection for the Kahler manifold defined by the noeftj;. We are interested
in the second derivatives at stationary points, where tisederivatives vanish. At such points, the
term in (4) proportional to the connection vanishes, ancdtidénary second derivatives are equal to

2 We use Planck units wherd,, = 1.

3 We use the standard notati6h = aaTi' Gr= %
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the covariant second derivatives. Therefore, the matrtk@fsecond derivatives of the potential at a
stationary point reads:

0187\/ 01&]\/ _ ‘/Ij Vi (8)
005V 0;0;V Vig Vig) o

where the second covariant derivatives; = V;V;V andV;; = V;V ;V, are given by the follow-
ing expressions:

Vig =@ (GG = 2) = G1G5(G? = 3) + VG V5G" = RygprGRGT) | )

~ 1
V[JZ@G <<VIGJ+VJG[> —G[GJ<G2—3)+§GK{VI>VJ}GK> ) (10)

V7, = V7, V45 = V7 and all quantities should be understood as evaluated atianstey point. We
introduced a quantit¢z = /G!G; which is related in a simple way to the value of the potential:

G2=3+¢CV. (11)

For G2 = 3, which corresponds to the Minkowski condition, in each @& éys.[(P) and(10) the first
term simplifies while the second one vanishes. In case of @®sary points, which are of main
interest in this paper, we had& > 3.

Expressions[(9) and (IL0) were derived in full generality toutise them in practice one has to
impose some restrictions. For the purpose of this work, énisugh to restrict to the one-field case.
For non-canonically normalized fields the physical massimtgiven by

m2— miky
M? = ( A I (12)
M= Mxx
with the entries
Vv V.
m2_ — XX ’ m2 . — XX : (13)
XX GXY X GXY

which can be written in the following form:
m2— = ¢ (2 _ (R ) (14)
XX X )
mix =05 <2 (61 = 3G2 +1) + G Axxx +3G" (G2 = 2) Ay — CAxyxx| (15)

wheref? = Gx /G, Axx = Gxx/GxGx, Axx = Gyx/GxG, etc.... The curvature scalar of
the Kahler manifold Ry, is given by:

2 3
GXY GXY

Ry = Gxxxx  GxaxGxxx (16)

Notice that all quantities iy contain derivatives ofs with respect to both holomorphic and anti-
holomorphic variables. S@;x does not depend on the superpotential (which is holomoypinid is
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fully determined by the Ké&hler potential. In the case of stationary points satisfying the Minkowski
condition, i.e.G? = 3, the diagonal entryn?xY of the mass matriXx{12) depends on the superpotential
W only via the overall factoe“ because the Minkowski condition fixes the valugBf On the other
hand, looking for a saddle point appropriate for inflatio®, @ not insist on any particular value of
the potential at such point. It only has to be positive. Tfeee we do not fix the value of?, and
from (14) one can see tha@cy does depend on both the Kahler potential and the superpatent

In the one-field case the mass eigenvalues can be computigt Gaily:

mi =miv =+ ‘m%x‘ : a7)
When constructing a model of inflation, one usually deal$watal fields rather than with complex
ones. Itis convenient to introduce a new object, the sedalmatrix, which is defined for real fields
and is very useful when looking for models appropriate félaiion. The entries of thg-matrix are
given by the second covariant derivatives with respectadbfrelds in the following way:

i gV V

L TiYRT 1
m; 7 ; (18)

where ¢g/* = GJF/2 and the lower case indices correspond to imaginary or reés ph complex
fields (represented by capital letter indices). The smiadligenvalue of the-matrix is a multi-field
generalization of the slow-roll parameter Inflation can take place in the vicinity of a saddle point
for which the parameten is very small and negative while all other eigenvalues of jjhaatrix
are positive. In other words, this saddle point should bg ¥lat in the unstable direction. At the
stationary points the entries of thematrix are proportional to the corresponding entries efrttass-
matrix, and this flatness condition, in the one-field case bsmformulated as:

0 < |mikx|—miy < Vo, (19)

wherelj is the value of the potential at the stationary point. In @ipfe, one could use the above
condition together witH(14) an@{lL5) to look for models able for inflation. Howevern% , depends
on K andW in a very complicated way (ed.(IL5)), so it may turn out to béghlly non-trivial task.
On the other hand, a necessary condition for a successfuglmbahflation says that the trace of the
n-matrix is positivg. It is relatively simple:

miy >0, (20)

and, using eq[{(14), can be rewritten as a condition for tHdé¢aurvature:

2
This condition involves both the K&hler potential and thpespotential. However, a superpotential-
independent upper bound on the value of the Kahler curvaturde found for all dS stationary points

4 To be strict, slow-roll inflation could be possible also ftightly negative trace of thg-matrix. It would require
one very small negative eigenvalue and the other one with &veller absolute value. However, this would require more
fine tuning of parameters. It is also very unlikely from thesetvational point of view because it would provide very
significant production of isocurvature fluctuations, whiigts not been observed. For the recent study on the isoctevatu
perturbations see e.d. [28].



(which are most interesting for inflation). It follows froffid) and [(211) that the parametemay be
small only for such stationary points for which
2

Ry < g . (22)
This condition is weaker thaf (R1) but it is still an impoitane because it can be used to eliminate
some models even without specifying the superpotentiahduld be stressed thai{22) is necessary
but not sufficient to satisfy the condition ({20). Notice albat the right-hand side df (21) is always
positive, so[(2D) is satisfied whek, is negative or zero.

3 String inspired Kahler potentials

We concentrate now on the class of models motivated by dtngwyies for which the Kéhler potential
is given by:

K=-nxn(X+X), (23)

wheren x is a positive integer. For the above Kéahler potential theature scalar is constant and has
a very simple form:
2
Rx=—. (24)
nx
Using (14) and[(1l1) we can formulate the following condititecessary for the existence of a flat
saddle point (20j:

“(nx —3) =15 >0. (25)

Inflation has to start from a saddle point satisfying the &bwoondition with a positive energy. It is
clear that no such saddle points exist in models with< 3. Whether they exist or not fory > 3,
depends on details of a specific model.

For the Kahler potential (23) we find the following expressior the trace of the-matrix:

4 e (nxy —3
77§+77X:—E <1—%) ; (26)

wherex = ReX andy = ImX. The r.h.s. of this equation is negative for drigy> 0 and0 < ny < 3.
It is a significant result which tells us that for any supeemtial 1/ and the standard Kahler potential,
slow-roll inflation dominated by one modulus and startingsel to a saddle point of the potential is
not possible in a broad class of models inspired by stringribs.

Equation[[Z26) simplifies in type 1IB string theory (on whickeviocus in this paper) for which the
Kahler potential for the volume modulus is given by:

K=-3Wn(T+T). (27)

5 A similar result, in a different context, was obtained[in][29
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For this setup the trace of thematrix takes a constant negative value:

4
wheret = Rel" andr = ImT..

The condition[(ZB) forbids saddle point inflation in supexgty theories with the Kahler potential
(Z7). So, how is it possible that the original racetrack ni§tl€] successfully implements inflation,
even though it starts from the vicinity of a non-SUSY saddimi{¥ To answer this question, we recall
that a key ingredient of the racetrack model is the upliftexgn in the potential

E
AV = 2 (29)
which explicitly breaks supersymmetry. The numerical eabfi £ is fine tuned in order to uplift the
AdS minimum to the Minkowski one. It turns out that this tertays also a very important role from
the inflationary point of view. The reason is that the uplitigives an additional contribution to the
second derivative of the potential with respect tocreasing;! by

14E

A= —"—+...,

(30)
where ellipsis denotes corrections due to different pamsitf the saddle point and the value of the
potential after uplifting. Other entries of thematrix are also changed. Slow-roll inflation is possible
whenAn! + AnT is big enough at the uplifted saddle point. We have checkaiftin the parameters
used in[[17], the value of\n! + An? is about 4, which is substantially bigger than the limitiradue

%. Parametel” has to be large enough to increase appropriately the tratteegfmatrix. So, the
SUSY AdS minimum before uplifting has to be rather deep taienhat after upliftingAn! + An”

is big enough. As we mentioned before, a deep AdS minimurnreisdlirce of a large gravitino mass
in the uplifted Minkowski minimum.

There are also racetrack inflation models with uplifting ethbreaks SUSY spontaneously by
F-terms[18] or D-terms [19]. Such upliftings contributeth® n-matrix in a more complicated way
but in every case they make the trace of thmatrix positive. The main disadvantage of this class of
models is a large gravitino mass. In the following sectioesiigcuss mechanisms which can change
the condition[(Z2B) without increasing a small (or even vhimg) gravitino mass.

3.1 Corrections to Kéhler potential

In this subsection we identify corrections to the Kahlergodial which may change the sign of the
n-matrix trace. A necessary condition for the positivity loét trace is

2
Ry < § s (31)
while a sufficient one is
Rr<0. (32)

In a type 1B model with the leading order of the Kahler potatfor the volume modulug’ (27), the
Kahler curvature equalB; = 2/3. Therefore, the necessary conditidnl(31) in such a modeilis o
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marginally violated, so even relatively small correcti@ags can make this condition satisfied. On
the other handR; = 2/3 is far away from the sufficient condition (32).

In general, it is not hard to satisfy conditidn{32). For exdenin the case of the simplest Kahler
potential X = X X, which provides the canonical kinetic term for the fi&lg R x vanishes. Unfor-
tunately, this is not the case for the moduli fields. We chemk whether corrections to the leading
order Kahler potential (27) can give a negative contributmR . We consider the corrections of the
following form:

AK = —L_ ) (33)
(T +T)k
The scalar curvature for the corrected Kahler metric reads:

2 k(k-1)(k+1)(k+2) ¢ 5
Rp=-— — 40 : 34
=3 ; o) (34)
As one can see, faf > 0 andk > 1, correction[(3B) gives a negative contributionitg. The string
theoretical predictions for the corrections to the Kahleteptial presented in [30] are given by:

K — _ gOi _ gloop_ 7 (35)
(T+T)32 (T+T)?
wheref,, is the coefficient of the/'-correction and,,, is the coefficient of the string loop correction.
The leadinga/-corrections were computed in [31] and the coefficientwas found to be of the

following form:

C(3 e—3%0/2
ga’ = - ( )2 ) (36)
wherey is the Euler number of the compactification manifold agds the expectation value of the
dilaton (which we assume to be stabilized by fluxes). The fofitihe leading string loop correction
was found in[[32] by a dimensional analysis. Further studfeke string loop corrections were done
e.g. in [33]-[35] but quite little is known about the coeféaité,,.

For those specific correctioris {35), the scalar curvatiyreeads:

RT:g—§ S 8 Qo +..., (37)
3 4A8(T+T)%* 3(T+T)?

where ellipsis stands for the higher order terms. The nuwakeoefficient in front of the’-correction
is comparable with the leading order contributi@n,while the numerical coefficient in front of the
string loop correction is four times bigger. Therefore,réhss a chance to find saddle points with
positive trace of the-matrix in the region where the corrections to the Kéhlereptal are small
enough to trust the perturbative expansion, especially thi¢ help of the string loop corrections.

Corrections to the leading order Kahler potential havesalyebeen used to implement inflation in
type 1IB string theory. In[[18] a racetrack inflation modelsyaresented in which th&'-corrections
were used to uplift a SUSY AdS minimum to a dS space (and tkisepersymmetry). In the next
sections we investigate models in which the correctionbed<&hler potential are used to implement
inflation, but in a different way than in [18]. We start with &SY Minkowski (or near-Minkowski)
minimum and then add the K&hler corrections to modify thecstire of the)-matrix in order to satisfy
the slow-roll conditions. The K&hler corrections do noeaffthe position of the SUSY Minkowski
minimum (seel(3)) so the gravitino remains massless (orat keery light).
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4 Problems with inflation in Kallosh-Linde model

It was pointed out in[[23] that in the KKLT-type models, thésehe following relation between the
scale of inflation and the gravitino mass:

A typical scale of inflation is much above the TeV scale, soaheve relation makes a low-energy
supersymmetry breaking problematic. This problem is cduseuplifting a AdS minimum to a
Minkowski (or dS) space. In models with a SUSY Minkowski nmmim no uplifting is needed, so
this problem is evaded. The simplest model of this type isthenodel.

In this section we examine the possibility of inflation in e model. The superpotential in this
model reads:

W=A+Ce T + De " (39)

The exponential terms come from gaugino condensation ihittden sector. The parameters- %’T
andd = 27 are determined by the rank of the hidden sector gauge gf6UpV) x SU(M). Without
loosing generality, we choose> d. The parameted is the contribution from fluxes. Conditiorid (3)
can be solved exactly and imply a SUSY Minkowski minimum &t fibllowing value ofT":

1

c—d .

cC

|- (40)

Tmink = tmink =

Notice thatr,,;,, = 0 at this minimum. The existence of a SUSY Minkowski minimunpises the
following constraint on the superpotential parameters:

d
d—c

: (41)

_c
d—c

cC D

dD

cC

which we will use to eliminatel from all formulae in this section. The scalar potential camitten
in the form:

6NV =[c(dt+3)e™™ —d(3+ct)e ® —3(c—d)] (e —e?)

dr cT
. —dA o2 (2 Y O —eA 2 (20
+6(c—d) <e sin (2 ) e~ ““sin (2))

—d
+ 2~ DA (204t + 3¢ + 3d) sin? <%) , (42)

whereN = % o |CD|‘1 andA = t — tpik. The SUSY Minkowski minimum is located at
A = 0, 7 = 0. The explicite dependence on the parameféend D factorizes and appears only in
the combination\/. However, there is a hidden dependence on these parametsrisacause,,;,
depends on the rati§.

For the potential(42) one could imagine two scenarios oéfith starting at a saddle point and
ending in the SUSY Minkowski minimum: one dominated bffeld and another dominated by
However, there are obstacles which do not allow for any afehscenarios to be realized in the KL
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Figure 1: Typical structure of the scalar potential (42)#ot 0.

model. First of all, as we have shown in the previous sectionany superpotential, inflation is
impossible when the Kahler potential has the standard fawengn eq. [2V). But even for a more
general Kahler potential no slow-roll inflation can be readl with the racetrack superpotentfall(39).
It is instructive to discuss in some detail the KL model witle incorrected Kahler potential. Then,
it will be easier to understand why for the corrected Kahteptial inflation is still not possible.

4.1 t as candidate for inflaton

We begin with the case for whichis a candidate for the inflaton. It is easy to see thatrfer 0 the

potential (42) has vanishing derivativegs| _ =0, ks ‘ = 0. So, at eachfor which &7| _ =
. . o . N el =0 o T

0, there is a stationary point with a diagonal matrix of theosetderivatives of the potential. Some of

such points may be saddle points with instability in theirection. In order to study such stationary

points we compute the first derivative 6f (42) witlset to zerja:

6/\/’t383—‘; = [(ct +2)e™ — (dt +2)e™*] [c(2dt + 3)e™* — d(2ct + 3)e™ = 3(c —d)] . (43)

The above function has three zeros which correspond to éixteema of the potential (see fig. 1). The
first one is the SUSY Minkowski minimunY = 0) corresponding to the first zero of the function
in the second square bracket inl(43). The second one is a maxifgaddle point from the two-

dimensional point of view) corresponding to the only zerahaf function in the first square bracket.
The third one is an AdS minimum which corresponds to the sg¢zero of the second square bracket.

6 We chooser = 0 but one should remember that the potenfial (42) is periatic with the period equal to the
smallest common multiple of integeid and N introduced after eq[{39).
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In principle, there could be a chance that inflation starthatvicinity of the saddle point from
which the inflaton slowly rolls down towards the SUSY Minkdwminimum. Therefore, we study
this saddle point in more detail. Its position is given by sleution of the following equation:

(ct+2)e™™ — (dt +2)e”* = 0. (44)

This equation cannot be solved exactly. However, it can Iheedan the limitct,dt > 1. The
approximate solution is given by:

- i ~In % (45)
Forc > d it satisfies the conditiodA,, < 1, while in the limitc — d, we obtaindA,, = 1. It can be
shown that the exact value o, is smaller than its approximate vallie (45).

In order to check whether slow-roll inflation is possible, @npute the parametsrat the saddle
point (43). Since); vanishes at = 0, n-matrix is diagonal and parametgr= 7! = 2" Vit is found

to be:

Agp =

(46)

)= 2 [cdt? + 2(c + d)t + 2] ( cdiZe—1As )
o 6

3 T cd? + 3(c+ d)t + 6] e — 3el —
One could hope to get)| < 1 by tuning the second bracket in the above equation to a veaji sm
value. This would require:

dt(2ct + 3)
dAg

SP o 1

‘ L PG
We will show that the above approximate equality can not idléd. Let us start with the limit
¢ — d in which eq. [4%) can be solved for arbitrary value gf,,. giving:

VAP A 6dtmin + 1 — 1 — dipin
5 .

This is a monotonically growing function @f,,;, with the upper limitdA,, < 1. For the minimal
possible valuelt,,;,, = 1, the above equation yield&\,, = V2 — 1. Therefore, fordt,,;,;. = 1, the
.h.s. of [47) equals?™=» = ¢V~ ~ 1.5 and is smaller than the r.h.s. which equiats™ >3 ~ 1.8,
Observing that the r.h.s. df_(47) grows faster with,,,. than the I.h.s. ofi(47), we conclude that, in
the limit ¢ — d, condition [4Y) cannot be satisfied for any valueiff;,,. > 1. It is easy to see that
this conclusion remains true also for> d. For fixeddt, the r.h.s. of[(4l7) increases with growing
while dA,, and hence the I.h.s. df (47) decreases. We have shown éhsqjtiare bracket i (46) can
not be very small.

The range of possible values of theparameter may be, in some approximation, found from eq.
@8). In the limitct, dt > 1, we get:

(47)

A, ~

(48)

4edt?
3

The smallest possible value pf| ~ 19 is obtained fowit ;i =

small enough and slow-roll inflation is not possible.

This result can be interpreted as a manifestation of the-kvidivn n-problem in supergravity,
which states that a generic valuerps of order one. This problem can be evaded for fields which do
not appear in the Kahler potential. This is the case for tHd fie We examine the possibility that
is an inflaton in the next subsection.

In| ~ >1. (49)
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4.2 T as candidate for inflaton

The position of the SUSY Minkowski minimum is at= 0. Therefore, a saddle point with instability
in ther direction has to be situatedat# 0. The potentiall(42) depends arthrough sines ofr, dr
and(c—d), which have the first maximum in thedirection at”, 7 and-"-, respectively. In the limit

Ctmink, Atmink =>> 1, the structure of the maxima in thedirection is dominated by thén <@

term (the last term in({42)). Furthermore, the coefficientstiplying sin (<) andsin (%) have

opposite signs. All this suggests that the first maximum @vtldirection is around- ~ . We
checked numerically that for large,.;.i, dtmin the first maximum in the direction is indeed around
7 ~ . For smallerct i, dtmink the first maximum in the direction appears at least for> 7. To
be a saddle point, such a maximum in theirection must be a minimum in thedirection. We have
found numerically that the minima in thedirection, having positive energy, exist only for relative

small values of- (see fig[2). To understand this fact we compute the first diviz of the potential

(42) forr +# 0:

6/V%3§g§:: Kct%—2)e_CA —-(dt%—Q)e_dA} P(th%—3)6_dA —d(2ct + 3)e™A —3(c—d)]

+6(c—d) {Sirf (%) (et +2)e™*2 — sin® <d§) (dt -+ 2)6_%}

—d
— 25sin? (%) e~ CTDA (et + 2)e(2dt + 3) + (dt + 2)d(2ct + 3)] . (50)
The potential has, for fixed, a minimum in thet direction att = t,,;, if %—‘Z vanishes at,,;, and

is positive in some intervalt,,, tmax). There is no such a minimum %% is negative for every

t < taqs, Wheretqs is the value of at the AdS minimum. We discuss now in more detail the sign

4x10°V7
3x10‘17—
V 2x10-17_
10x 10718
0 v_’—
T T T T T
100 120 140 160 180 200

Figure 2: Plot presents disappearing of the barrier foreasingr. Different lines correspond to
different values of:7: (&) ct = 0, (b) c7 = 0.2, (C) e = 0.4, (d) e = 0.5.
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Figure 3: Plot of the expressian (56) fét..;.,. = 1. Different lines correspond to different values of
9:(@d=0.1,(b)d =0.2,(c)d =0.3, (d)§ = 1.

of %—‘t’ for non-zero values of. The third term in[(5D) is always negative for# 0. The second
term in (50) is positive for smallA but asymptotically for largéA it is negative too. Expanding the
second term in(30) to the second order-jrwe find that it changes sign fax being the solution of
the following equation:

Act +2)e A — d*(dt +2)e ™ =0, (51)
which, in the limitct, dt > 1, is given by:
3 c
dA ~ In-<3. 52
cJd—1"d" (52)

Therefore, the-dependent part % given by the last two terms ib(50), could be positive only fo
dA € (0,3). However, it occurs that the-dependent part d%% is always negative. In order to show
this, we expandy. in 7

6Nt3%—‘; = [(ct +2)e™* — (dt + 2)e " [ c(2dt + 3)e™ " — d(2ct + 3)e > — 3(c — d)]

. % {—(C _ d)e—(c+d)A [(ct + 2)c(2dt + 3) + (dt + 2)d(2ct + 3)]

+ 3 [P(ct+2)e  + d*(dt + 2)e ]} + O(4) . (53)

We are interested in the coefficient of theterm. The negative terms in the square bracket in the
above equation are of ordét, ., while the positive ones are of ordef;, (we recall that the ;.-
dependence is implicit via the relatian= t,;, + A). Therefore, for a given\, there always
exists such ;. that ther-dependent part o%—‘t’ is negative. Furthermore, the second term of the
T-expansion[(53), foA = 0, is a monotonically decreasing functionif,,;:

cd(c — d)*T*tmink (2t mink + 2t ik + 5)
2
14

. (54)




So, if the second term ih_(53) is negative for the smallessibbs value ofdt ;. = 1, then it is
negative for any,;... Thus, we concentrate now on the cdsg,. = 1. It is convenient to introduce
a dimensionless parameter

c—d

°="2

(55)
The coefficient of the-? term in [53), up to normalization, can be rewritten in thédaing way:

—3(3 4+ dA)e ™ 4 3(1 4 0)*(dAS + 6 + 3 + dA)e A1+

— (30 + 260 + 56% 4 4d>A? + 6d2A%5 + 2d>A%65% + 26dA5 + TAAS? + 22dN) e P30 (56)
This expression looks quite complicated but after impositg,. = 1, it is the function of two
variabless andA. >From fig.[3 one can see that the second terriiih (53) is alwegyative. This is

the reason why for a certain valueothe minimum in the direction disappears. The potentiall(42)
has no saddle points which are maxima in thairection.

4.3 Corrections to Kahler potential in KL model

We have shown that the corrections to Kahler potential cdp imebuilding models of inflation.
However, as we will show in this subsection, the correcttoriséhler potential are still not sufficient
to implement inflation in the KL model. For simplicity we uselpthe o’-correction (the string loop
corrections modify the potential in a similar way) which wendte byx:

AK = o b2 (57)

(T +T)3/?
The resulting leading correction to the scalar potentiadise

K — 2
AV =—" |(T+T)orW +3W| 58
12(T +T)3 I )Or | 58)

As in the case without corrections, we are most interestéioein® term of the expansi&of %—‘t/:

192N cdt4a—v =
ot

= — 16*d*t* (4 + k) (e e — e 92d) (—e ** +e72)
— dedt* {[6 (¢ + d?) (k — 4) + 2cd (k — 32)] e~ 2" — Ted (5 — 8) (€722 + 72%) }
+ 2dcdt? (¢ — d) (5 — 4) (e~ d 4 e2¢) = 81k (=d + ¢+ e *2d — e~ ¥¢)”
+48cdt (k —4) (79 — ™) (e ™c— e *d — ¢+ d)
— (c=d)edr® {(c — d) [8cd (4 + k) (d+ ) t* — (12(c® + d*) (k — 4) + 4ed (k — 32)) 12
—24 (1 —4) (d+ ¢)t + 81x] - e 2+ L 3¢ [det (kv — 4) (ct 4+ 2) — 2TK] e A
—3d [4dt (k — 4) (dt +2) — 2TK] e "2} + O(1) | (59)

" The explicite expressions for the potential and its deisieadre given in the appendix.
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Figure 4: Plot of the potential without corrections (strdgiines) and with maximal possible correc-
tion ki = 1 (dashed lines) for different values of: (a) cm = 0, (b) ¢ = 0.45.

It is a complicated expression but one can figure out someestiag features. Far = 0, the leading
term in the limitct, dt > 1 (the first term in[(5B)) factorizes in the same way as in theotected case
(the first term in[(BB)). Therefore, the correction affebs feading term ir?a—‘t/ only by a small change
of an overall coefficient|| < 1 in the perturbative regime). The position of the maximumhiatt
direction of that leading term remains unchanged. Obvigtisé corrections to the non-leading terms
in (53) may change this position a little bit, but in all thentes the corrections change the coefficients
only by small fractions. Figuriel 4 shows that the positionha barrier is almost unchanged by the
corrections. One can see also that the corrections makethenslightly higher. This decreases the
parameter) but only by a small amount. Therefore, we expect the paramdtebe only marginally
changed by the corrections. We confirmed these expectaiypnsimerical analysis. We conclude
that inflation from the saddle point in thelirection is not possible in the KL model.

Ther-dependent part (%/ is less complicated. Similarly to the uncorrected caseayitle shown
that it is always negative. We proceed in the same way aséadforA = 0, the term proportional to
72 in (89) is still a monotonically decreasing functiontgf,,.:

—8[(c4 d)tmink (4 + &) + 10+ K] 2., (d — ¢)* Ed*72 . (60)

So, again it is enough to concentrate on the case atjth,. = 1. The term proportional te? in the
expansion ol%—‘t/ is given by [A.3) in the appendix. The plot of this functionpiesented on fid.] 5.
One can see that even relatively large corrections do noifgigntly alter the results as compared to
the uncorrected case. Thedependent part o‘%‘; is still negative. The minimum in thedirection
disappears for values efsimilar to those in the uncorrected case, as seen inlfig. 4.
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Figure 5: Plot of the--dependent part c%% expanded to the order of with the conditiondt, i, = 1
imposed. The value of = 0.2 is used but the plot does not differ qualitatively for othatues ofs.
kmink 1S the value of« (defined in[[5F)) at the Minkowski minimunx,,;,, = 0 corresponds to the
case without corrections, while,;,. = 1 andk,;c = —1 correspond to the case of the correction
at the border of validity of the perturbative expansion. \&atl that only corrections with positive
give positive contribution to the trace of thematrix.

In this section we have shown that it is not possible to imgethmflation in the KL model with or
without corrections to the Kahler potential. We concludat tihe realization of inflation requires not
only the corrections to the Kéahler potential but also sonangle of the form of the superpotential.

5 Triple gaugino condensation model

In this section, we show that a successful inflation in theitigof a SUSY Minkowski minimum can
be achieved by changing the superpotential. We consideelmedth the superpotential containing
three gaugino condensation terms:

W=A+ Be™ 4 Ce™" 4 De ™. (61)

We allow A = Ay + iag and B = By + i3, to be complex (the reasons for such choice will be
explained later) but, for simplicity, assume tltatand D are real. The hidden sector gauge group is
SU(N)x SU(M) x SU(L) and the additional parameter in the exponential, as cordpamcetrack
superpotential, i = %’r We take the Kahler potential with the leading corrections:

K=-3W(T+T) - 7 faT i (T&f%)z , (62)
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In this model the conditions k3) for the existence of a SUSYkdiwski minimum cannot be
solved analytically and the solution is not unique. A newdeais the possibility of having a SUSY
Minkowski minimum for a non-zero value of(this requires a non-zero imaginary partof More-
over, near this SUSY Minkowski minimum there exists a dS ta@adint at which inflation could
start. However, one can check that it is impossible to haveall g-parameter if all three parameters
B, C andD are real. We performed numerical analysis ofthmatrix for many different sets of the
parametersB, C, D, b, c, d, £, and&,,p, adjusting parametet to keeplW = 0 at the Minkowski
minimum. We observed that the behaviour of thmatrix is similar if we change any of the param-
etersB, C', D, b, c or d. For concreteness, let us concentrate on changing panamé&eeping other
(exceptA) fixed. For a certain value dB, the SUSY Minkowski minimum is situated at= 0 (as
in the KL model) and the saddle point is unstable in thirection having very large, negativg.
ChangingB, we can move the SUSY Minkowski minimum to a non-zero value,dbut a nearby
saddle point has very large negatiye ChangingB further, one can obtain very small negatize
Unfortunately, the off-diagonajl] entry is very large, so the parameteremains also very large. For
a small range o3 both diagonal entries of thematrix are positive but the trace is always smaller
than the off-diagonal entry. This implies again a large,atieg n-parameter. Changinf one can
also obtain very small, negativgbut still large off-diagonal entry prevents from the slogitregime.
The parameter§,, and¢,.,, Which parametrize the corrections to the Kahler potentiadnge the
n-matrix in a different way. All the entries of thematrix grow with increasing, or &,.,. The trace
of then-matrix also grows but still it is smaller than the off-diamg entry. We conclude that the main
obstacle in obtaining a flat saddle point are large off-dnegentries of the)-matrix.

The situation changes when one allows for a small imaginanspf B, C or D. We choose
B = By + i, to be complex but similar results can be obtained when chgaSior D to be
complex. Changing the value of,, one can obtain a very small off-diagonal entry of thmatrix.
Furthermore, with one more parameté& ( C or D) fine-tuned, a slow-roll inflation is possible. For
the numerical example we choose the following set of pararset

1 1
By = —5.454364 - 1072 = 5.939476 - 107° - D=_—
0 5.45436 0=, Bo = 5.939476 - 107, C = 30’
27 27 2T
b == _— = -_— == -_— y pr— .
70’ C 100’ d 90’ ga 5007 gloop 5000 (63)

For this set of parameters the conditidh~ 0 at the SUSY near-Minkowski minimum is obtained
by tuning A, anda in the following way:

Ay = 7.2058574-1077 , ap = —9.4134768 - 107% . (64)

The exact SUSY Minkowski minimum can be obtained only by exawingV = 0. However, in our
world SUSY is broken and the gravitino mass does not vaniberéfore, tuning oA does not have
to be very precise.

8 Nonzero imaginary parts a8, C and D can originate from loop threshold corrections to the cqroesling gauge
kinetic functions (see e.gl_[36]-[37]). Such correctiossally depend logarithmically on various moduli fields aad ¢
modify gaugino condensation terms by moduli-dependentrfaohial prefactors. In our model most of the moduli are
assumed to be stabilized at higher scales. If some of therodmaglex vevs, the parameteBs C, D can have imaginary
parts. Moreover, relative phasesi®f C and D can be changed by redefining the axion
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Figure 6: Plot of the inflationary part of the potential mplieéd by 10'? in the triple gaugino conden-
sation model for parametefs {68)-[64).

In this example we use botlt and string loop corrections but an inflationary saddle poart
be found usingy’ or string loop correction alone. Therefore, our effectivedal is also valid for
Calabi-Yau compactifications for which one of these coroestis suppressed.

The structure of the inflationary potential is shown atlfigTBere are two minima and the saddle
point where inflation can take place. One of these minima igd®-type and is situated at the
following field values:

taas = 104.646 , Tags = —11.664 . (65)
We are more interested in the SUSY Minkowski minimum whichuwos at:
tmink = 104.473 Tomink = 10.885 . (66)
The inflationary saddle point is situated at:
teaddle = 115.475 , Teaddle = —0.183 . (67)

In order to trust the perturbative expansion of the Kahleeptial, the ratiost, /(7' + T)%? and
&100p/ (T + T)? has to be small. For the Minkowski minimu{66) these turntoute, respectively,
around0.17 and0.11, while for the saddle poinf(67) arouridi4 and0.09. Therefore, both types
of corrections are indeed small. There are no firm predistion the values of parametefs and
1o0p- We have chosen them in such a way that both give similar coores to the Kahler potential in
the region of the parameter space important for inflationc&ifrse, inflation can be realized also for
other values of those parameters, e.g. for slightly biggeand much smalleg,., (for large values
of t, the coefficient multiplying, in eq. [62) is much bigger than the one multiplyifig,,).

To check whether the saddle pointl67) is flat enough for ioftlatve compute the-matrix:

[ 1.99688  0.097453 (68)
77 10.097453 0.0018433)
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Figure 7: Evolution of the fields in the last stage of inflatama function of e-foldsv.

It has the eigenvalueg; = —0.0029058, n, = 2.00163. They differ by three orders of magnitude, so
the isocurvature fluctuations are very small and can be otegle

In order to study the evolution of the fields during inflatioe Wwave to solve the appropriate
equations of motion which, for non-canonically normalifiettds, are given by:

¢+ 3Hi + T ¢J¢k+g”§:; 0,
LN\ 2
H=(2) =52 (Gadd+v). (69

wherea is the scale factorf{ is the Hubble parameter and dots denote derivatives witerd40
cosmic time. It is convenient to study the field evolutiomgsihe number of e-fold/:

d d
Then, the equations of motion in our model read:
v
P _ [3 g2tt (t/2 + /2)] (gttvt -l—t/) g .29ttt (t/g 2 ) ’ (71)
7_//:_ [3 g2tt (t/2 + /2)] (gtt% _'_7_/) . gttgmt/T/7 (72)

whereg,; = (¢")~! = %%275, it = %%% and’ denotes derivatives with respect d. We solve
numerically these equations for parameters (63)-(64) avitarting point near the saddle pointl(67):

t(0) = tsaddle 7(0) = Taaaare(1 — 1) , t'(0)=7'(0)=0. (73)

With the initial conditions fine-tuned at the levelof 0.01, we obtain abou217 e-folds of slow-roll
inflation before the inflaton starts to oscillate around thkSS Minkowski minimum [66), as seen

20



in fig.[4. For. = 0.02 one can obtain aboup8 e-folds of inflation which is also enough to explain
flatness and isotropy of the observed Universe.

We should comment on the fine-tuning of this model. First fale should fine-tuné’ = 0
to obtain vanishing cosmological constant and vanishirayigno mass at the same time. This is
done by tuning the complex parametér In our world SUSY is broken and the gravitino mass is
nonzero, so this fine-tuning can be relaxed to some extemtthEdow energy SUSY breaking with
ms2 =~ O(1TeV), the fine-tuning of4 is at the level ofl0~*. For larger gravitino masses the fine-
tuning of A is even smaller. On the other hand, for smaller fine-tuning @fe obtain more negative
energy in the minimum and stronger uplifting is needed taiob& vanishing (or slightly positive)
cosmological constant. We recall that uplifting of a dee®Awinimum is the source of large gravitino
masses in typical KKLT-type models. In our model the AdS minm is not very deep. We studied
numerically the effect of uplifting on the gravitino masse\Wsed effective uplifting term\l/ = t%
and found that such uplifting changes the gravitino massxtrnemely small amount. For example
for ms, &~ O(1TeV) the uplifting changes the gravitino mass only by arouéid™.

Secondly, one has to fine-turd& andj, to ensure the flatness of the inflationary saddle point.
By is fine-tuned at the level afdo—7, while fine-tuning ofs3, is at the level oftl0~°. In the original
racetrack model [17] there is only one fine-tuning at the ll®fel0~* needed to obtain smaill
parameter. Therefore, we conclude that, at least in odetgaugino condensation model, the price
for small gravitino mass is an additional fine-tuning of paegers. It would be very interesting to
check whether this additional fine-tuning is a general feati the KKLT-type models with a small
gravitino mass. We leave it for the future work.

5.1 Rescaling properties

The triple gaugino condensation model has some rescalopepies. There are some transformations
of the parameters that do not affect the potential or scal@thential in such a way that the slow-roll
parameters remain unchanged. One of them reads:

A— kA, B = kB, C — kC, D — kD (74)

with other parameters and fieldunchanged. This transformation scales the potential amdrtipli-
tude of the density perturbatioﬁp% in the following way:

V = E*V, %p_)k%p (75)

Another transformation is given by:
b— A"'b, c—\le, d— \"'d, Eor — N¥2¢, El0op = NEoop  (76)
with other parameters unchanged. If field T is also rescaled:

T = \T, (77)

then, the potential and the amplitude of density pertudnatscale as:

5 5
Voaty, 2o (78)
p p
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The above two transformations can be used to change the etnaim order to have a correct ampli-
tude of density perturbation. Combining these transfoiwnatone can obtain a transformation that
do not change the potential at all:

A—CA, B — (B, C—(C, D — (D,
b— 3%, c— (T3¢, d— (23,
ga’ — Cga’ ) 510010 — C4/35100p ) T — <2/3T . (79)

This transformation is very useful because it does not chang predictions of the model. If one of
the parameters chosen in our example do not fulfill striregptatical constraints (which hopefully will
appear in the near future) one will be able to useé (79) to abdnig parameter accordingly without
changing inflationary predictions. In particular, with thelp of this transformation, one can reduce
the rank of the hidden sector gauge groups, which appearamgers, ¢ andd.

5.2 Experimental constraints and signatures

Every inflationary model has to satisfy the COBE normalma{i38]:
2
%p = g‘/PR(kOI ~2-107°, (80)

wherek, ~ 7.5H, is the scale for which COBE satellite has measured the amdgliof the density
perturbationsPx is the amplitude of the scalar perturbations and is givethenslow-roll approxi-
mation, by the following formula:

Pa(k) = 513 @)

, (81)
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Figure 8: Evolution of the spectral index during inflationaaunction of e-foldsV for parameters
(63)-(64). The vertical dashed line corresponds to the C@&tnalization point at which we obtain
ng ~ 0.94.
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where the r.h.s. of this equation is evaluated at the timenvhe scale: crosses the horizon ards
the generalized slow-roll parameter, given by:

1 .. (ViV;
€= 593 (V—;) ) (82)
which in our model reads:
PR\ (V24 V2
- (5 (7).

The COBE normalization has to be imposed approximaiglg-folds before the end of ianatiBn
We have checked that for the parametérs (63)-(64) our madeigis the amplitude of the density
perturbations abow 2 - 10~° which is consistent with COBE measuremehtis (80).

An important quantity, which gives constraints on inflaBoypnmodels, is the spectral index:

1= dInPr (k) - dInPr(N)

’  dlnk dN ’
where the last approximation comes from the fact that thantjty is evaluated at horizon crossing
k = aH = HeYN which impliesdIn k ~ dN. In fig.[8 we plotn, versusN. The spectral index at the
COBE normalization point has the value:

(84)

ns ~ 0.94 (85)

which is consistent with the 3-year WMAP result = 0.958 4+ 0.016 [39]. The value of the spectral
index [8%) agrees also with the results 0f][40], where thendow, < 0.95 was found for quite
general racetrack inflation models (including models withrenthan two exponential terms in the
superpotential). From the slope on fig. 8 one can seeﬁ!@tz —0.001 which is far below the
current upper limit. The tensor to scalar ratio in the sl@N-approximation is given by = 16¢. In
this model we found the value~ 10~'2 which is negligible.

6 Conclusions

In this paper we have studied the possibility of implementimflation ending in a SUSY (near)
Minkowski minimum and dominated by one modulus in type lIBxfcompactification. We have
identified a general obstacle that can make a slow-roll infidtmpossible in this type of models. We
have found that, for the tree-level Kéhler potential, indne-modulus case, the trace of trenatrix
at any non-SUSY stationary point is negative. In the casaebverall volume modulus this trace is
equal—%. This implies that the slow-roll parametgmear a non-SUSY saddle point is necessarily
smaller than-3 which is not consistent with the slow-roll conditigm < 1. Analogous results are
valid for other moduli when the Kahler potential has the fagiven in eq.[(2B) withhx < 3. Itis
important to stress that this is a general result, indepgrafehe form of the superpotential.

In order to cure this problem one has to add some correctwtietKéhler potential, such as the
o’-corrections or the string loop corrections. However, ie KL model with the racetrack super-
potential inflation cannot be realized even with a corre¢tétller potential. In this model, Reis

9The exact number of e-folds before the end of inflation foraliti, crosses the horizon depends on the reheating
temperature, which is model-dependent.
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not a good candidate for the inflaton, because it appeariKéhler potential and therefore suffers
from the usuah-problem. Also InfT" cannot play the role of the inflaton because saddle points wit
instability in the In¥" direction do not exist in the KL model. It turns out that mirgrm the R&’
direction (with positive value of the potential) disappéarvalues of If¥” much smaller than that of
the first maximum in the I direction. Therefore, in the class of models under conattter, not
only corrections to the Kéhler potential are necessary batn@eds also to change the superpotential.

In this paper we have proposed a novel inflationary model withiple gaugino condensation.

It contains three exponential terms in the superpotentiaé corrections to the Kahler potential are
crucial in this model. In the presented example,dheorrections and the string loop corrections to
the Kahler potential are used but a successful slow-rokiiafh can also be obtained with only one
type of such corrections. The imaginary parffoplays the role of the inflaton. More than 100 e-folds
can be obtained if the initial value of [mis close to the position of the saddle point and tuned at the
level of 0.02. The spectral index ~ 0.94 is consistent with the CMB measurements.

The main distinctive feature of this model is that the giaeitmass is much smaller than the
Hubble constant during inflation. However, the price for aaBrgravitino mass is an additional
fine tuning of the parameters as compared to the originatnaadeinflation [17]. We leave for a
future investigation the question whether this additidima-tuning is a generic feature of inflationary
models with a SUSY Minkowski vacuum. Another interestingjsat is how the present analysis can
be generalized to models with more fields.
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Appendix

In the appendix we give the full expressions for the scaléemital and its derivative for the modified
KL model with the correction to the Kahler potential paranzeid by the parameterdefined in[(5F).
The potential has the form:

N cdt*V =42 (4 + k) (679 — e=2) 4 9k (ce™™ — de™® — ¢+ d)’
+12(k — 4) cdt (e — =) (de™* — ce ™ + ¢ — d)
—d
+ 4ede At [4ed (4 + k) — 6 (k — 4) (c + d) t + k] sin® ((CT)T)

+12(c — d) de™** [2ct (k — 4) — 3x] sin® <%>

—12(c — d) ce™ [2dt (k — 4) — 3] sin? (dQ—T) : (A.1)
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Its first derivative with respect tois given by:

192cht4aa—‘t/ =—16°d*t* (4 + k) (e “Pc— e %2d) (—e 4 +e72)

—dedt? {[6 (¢ + d*) (k — 4) + 2cd (k — 32)] e~ 24+
—T7cd (k —8) (e72%2 +e72%) }

+ 24cdt® (¢ — d) (k — 4) (—e™®d 4 ¢

+48¢cdt (k—4) (7% —e™2) (e e — e *d — ¢+ d)

— 81k (—d +c+ e Ad — e~c)”

—ded {8cd (4+ k) (d + ) £* — [12(c® + d?) (5 — 4) + ded (s — 32)] £

24 (k —4) (c+d) t + 81x} e~ 2+ gin? ((C _2d> T)
—12 (¢ — d) de™*? sin? (%) (et (k —4) (et +2) — 27k)
+12 (¢ — d) ce™® sin® (d—;) (4dt (k — 4) (dt + 2) — 27k) . (A.2)

The coefficient of ther? term in the expansion o%/ (®9), after imposinglt,;,x = 1 and using
parametep defined in[(5b), reads:

—8d"6 (1 +9) {g [(dA +1)% (v — 4) 0% + 2 (dA +2) (dA +1) (5 — 4) 8
+(k —4)d®A? + 4 (k — 4)dA — 12 — %K] (1 + §) e~@A0+9)
+ [((4+I€)dA+10— %m) (dA +1)* 6% +2 (4 + k) d>A3

+3(dA + 1) ((4—|—/€)d2A2+§ (/@+%) dA+2—zli)5

6 5! 3 6
104 21
+g <K + %) PN+ (104~ Tr)dA + o+ 60} Se1AR+)
3 2 A2 ]‘5 —dA
~3 (k —4)d°A +4(H—4)dA—12—ZH e . (A.3)

Notice thatx is not a constant and dependsArioo. The plot of the above function is presented on
fig.[5. One can see thdt(A.3) is always negative. This is taeae why for a certain value afthe
minimum in thet direction disappears and the potenfial {A.1) has no sadifégpwhich are maxima
in ther direction.
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