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Abstract

In [1] we introduced an in
ationary scenario, non-abelian gauge �eld in
ation or gauge-
ation

for short, in which slow-roll in
ation is driven by non-Abel ian gauge �eld minimally coupled to

gravity. We present a more detailed analysis, both numerical and analytical, of the gauge-
ation.

By studying the phase diagrams of the theory, we show that getting enough number of e-folds

during a slow-roll in
ation is fairly robust to the choice of initial gauge �eld values. In addition,

we present a detailed analysis of the cosmic perturbation theory in gauge-
ation which has many

special and interesting features compared the standard scalar-driven in
ationary models. The

speci�c gauge-
ation model we study in this paper has two parameters, a cuto� scale � and the

gauge couplingg. Fitting our results with the current cosmological data �xe s � � 10H � 1014

GeV (H is the Hubble parameter) andg � 10� 3, which are in the natural range of parameters in

generic particle physics beyond standard models. Our modelalso predicts a tensor-to-scalar ratio

r > 0:02, in the range detectable by the Planck satellite.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of in
ationary cosmology was originally proposed to provide apossible resolution

to some of the theoretical problems of the bing-bang model for the early Universe cosmology

[2]. However, with the advancement of the cosmological observations and most notably

the cosmic microwave background (CMB) observations [2, 3], the in
ationary paradigm

has received observational support and in
ation is now consideredan integral part of the

standard model of cosmology with the following general picture. A patch of the early

Universe which is a few Planck lengths in size under the gravitational e�ects of the matter

present there undergoes a rapid (usually exponential) expansion,the in
ationary period.

The in
ation ends while most of the energy content of the Universe isstill concentrated in the

�eld(s) driving in
ation, the in
aton �eld(s). This energy should now be transferred to the

other �elds and particles, the (beyond) standard model particles, through the (p)reheating

process. The rest of the picture is that of the standard hot big-bang scenario, with radiation

dominated, matter dominated and �nally the dark energy dominatedera that we live in.

In the absence of a direct observation for the primordial gravity waves, one of the main

standing issues in in
ation is what is the Hubble parameter during in
ation H , or the

energy density of the in
aton �eld(s). With the current observations, and within the slow-roll

in
ation scenario, the preferred scale isH . 10� 5Mpl , whereMpl � (8�G N )� 1=2 = 2:43� 1018

GeV is the reduced Planck mass. On the other hand, according to the lore in beyond

standard particle physics models, the supersymmetric grand uni�ed theories (SUSY GUTs)

[4], the uni�cation scale is around 1016 GeV, suggesting that in
ationary model building

should be sought for within various corners of such models. If so, the SUSY GUT setting

will also provide a natural arena for building the (p)reheating models.

Almost all of in
ationary models or model building ideas that appear in the literature use

one or more scalar �elds with a suitable potential to provide for the matter �eld inducing

the in
ationary expansion of the early Universe. The choice of scalar �elds is made primar-

ily because we work within the homogeneous and isotropic Friedmann-Robertson-Walker

(FRW) cosmology and that turning on spinor or gauge �elds generically violates these sym-

metries. Another reason is that, from the model building viewpoint,turning on potential

for the scalar �elds is easier than for other �elds, whose interactions are generically �xed

by gauge symmetries or renormalizability conditions. Building in
ationary models within

2



the SUSY GUTs then amounts to exploring various corners of the theory/model in search

of 
at enough potential which supports successful slow-roll in
ation, the 
atness of which

is respected by the loop and quantum corrections. Such models usually come under the

D-term or F-term in
ationary models [5].

Regardless of the details, non-Abelian gauge �eld theories are the widely accepted frame-

work for building particle physics models, and, in particular, beyond standard models and

GUTs. In view of the ubiquitous appearance of non-Abelian gauge �elds, one may explore

the idea of using gauge �elds as in
aton �elds, the �elds which get nonzero background

value during in
ation and drive the in
ationary dynamics. One of the main obstacles in this

regard is the vector nature of the gauge �elds and that turning them on in the background

will spoil the rotation symmetry.

A related scenario in which this problem was pointed out and addressed is \vector in
ation

[6]." The idea in vector in
ation, unlike ours, is to use vector �elds and not gauge �elds,

as in
aton. In [6], two possible ways were proposed to overcome thebroken rotational

invariance caused by the vector in
aton �elds: (1) introduce a large number of vectors

each assuming a random direction in the 3D space, such that on the average we recover

a rotational invariant background; or, (2) introduce three orthogonal vector �elds of the

same value which act as the triad of the spatial part of the spacetime, the \triad method"

[7, 8]. The other important obstacle in the way of driving in
ation by vector �elds is the

exponential, 1=a(t) suppression of the massless vector �elds in an in
ationary background,

causing in
ation to end too fast. This problem has been overcome byadding nonminimal

coupling to the gravity, usually a conformal mass type term [6, 9]. To have a successful

in
ation, however, this is not enough and one should add quite nontrivial potentials for the

vector �eld [6, 7, 9]. Dealing with vector �elds, and not gauge �elds,may bring instabilities

in the theory: the longitudinal mode of the vector �eld which has a ghost type kinetic term

and is not dynamical at tree level, in the absence of gauge invariance, can and will, become

dynamical once quantum (loop) e�ects are taken into account. This latter will cause ghost

instability, if we were studying the theory on a 
at background. It has been argued that

such instabilities can persist in the in
ationary background too [10]; see, however, [11] for a

counter argument. In any case the instability issue of vector in
ationary models seems not

to be settled yet.

In order not to face the above issue one should build a \gauge invariant vector in
ation."
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One can easily observe that it is not possible to get a successful in
ation with some number

of U(1) gauge �elds. The other option is to consider non-Abelian gauge theories. The \triad

method" mentioned above is naturally realized within the non-Abelian gauge symmetry

setting, irrespective of the gauge group in question. We then facethe second obstacle, the

1=a(t) suppression. This may be achieved by changing the gravity theory, considering Yang-

Mills action coupled to F (R) modi�ed gravity [12], or considering Einstein gravity coupled

to a generic (not necessarily Yang-Mills) gauge theory action. This latter is the idea we will

explore in this work. We should stress that, as will become clear, ourapproach and that

of [12] are basically di�erent. Using non-Abelian gauge �elds has another advantage that,

due to the presence of [A � ; A � ] term in the gauge �eld strength F�� , it naturally leads to

a \potential" term for the gauge �elds which, upon a suitable choice of the gauge theory

action, can be used to overcome the 1=a(t) suppression problem mentioned above.

In this work, we present a detailed discussion and analysis of gauge-
ation, in
ation

driven by non-Abelian gauge �elds, which we introduced in [1]. In section II, we show

how the rotation symmetry breaking can be compensated by theSU(2) (sub)group of the

global part of non-Abelian gauge symmetry and how one can introduce a combination of

the gauge �eld components which e�ectively behaves as spacetime scalar �eld (on the FRW

background); and that there is a consistent truncation from theclassical phase space of the

non-Abelian gauge theory to the sector which only involves this scalar �eld.

Setting the stage, in section III, we choose a speci�c action for the gauge theory that

is Yang-Mills plus a speci�c F 4 term which can come from speci�c (one) loop corrections

to the gauge theory. In this work, however, we adopt a phenomenological viewpoint and

choose this speci�cF 4 term primarily for the purpose of in
ationary model building. The

important point of providing �eld theoretical justi�cations for this F 4 term will be brie
y

discussed in the discussion section and dealt with in more detail in an upcoming publication.

Our model has hence two parameters, the gauge couplingg and the ceo�cient of this speci�c

F 4 term � . These two parameters will be determined only by focusing on the considerations

coming from cosmological observations. In this section we presentan analytic study of

the in
ationary dynamics of our gauge-
ation model and show thatthe model allows for a

successful slow-roll in
ationary period which leads to enough number of e-folds. In section

IV, we present the diagrams and graphs for the numerical analysisof the gauge-
ation

model. Our numerical analysis reveals that the classical slow-roll in
ationary trajectory is
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fairly robust to the choice of initial conditions.

Having studied the classical in
ationary dynamics, in section V, we turn to the question

of cosmic perturbation theory in the gauge-
ation. Because of the existence of other compo-

nents of the gauge �elds which has been turned o� in the classical in
ationary background,

the situation here is considerably di�erent than the standard cosmic perturbation theory

developed in the literature. We hence �rst develop the cosmic perturbation theory for our

model, discuss its subtleties and novelties; we discuss the scalar, vector and tensor perturba-

tions, their power spectra and the spectral tilts. In section VI, after completing the analysis

of the model, we confront our model with the available cosmological and CMB data. We

show that indeed it is possible to get a successful in
ationary modelwith the gauge-
ation

setup. In the last section we summarize our results and make concluding remarks. In three

appendices we have gathered some technical details of the cosmic perturbation theory.

Note added: After we published this work the paper [22] appeared which prompted us

to recheck the cosmic perturbation theory analysis of our earlier version, especially in the

tensor mode perturbations. We have now corrected and improvedour cosmic perturbation

theory analysis. We have also improved our analysis in comparing the results of our gauge-


ation model with the CMB and other cosmic data. These analysis have also appeared in

the review article [23].

II. THE SETUP

In this section we �rst demonstrate how the rotation symmetry is retained in the gauge-


ation and then discuss truncation to the scalar sector. Here we will consider an SU(2)

gauge theory with gauge �eldsAa
� where a = 1; 2; 3 label the gauge algebra indices and

� = 0; 1; 2; 3 the spacetime indices, the temporal components will be denoted by Aa
0 and

the spatial components byAa
i . Although we focus on theSU(2) gauge theory, our analysis

holds for any non-Abelian gauge groupG, as any non-Abelian group always has anSU(2)

subgroup.

We will consider gauge- and Lorentz-invariant theories, where thegravity part is the usual

Einstein-Hilbert action and the Lagrangian of the gauge theory part, which is minimally

coupledto gravity, is of the form L = L (F a
�� ; g�� ), where F a

�� is the gauge �eld strength

F a
�� = @� Aa

� � @� Aa
� � g�a

bcA
b
� Ac

� : (II.1)
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(For a generic gauge group,� abc should be replaced with the structure constant of that group.)

Under the action of gauge transformationU = exp(� � aTa), whereTa are generators of the

su(2) algebra,

[Ta; Tb] = i� ab
cT

c ; (II.2)

Aa
� transforms as

A � ! UA� Uy �
1
g

U@� Uy : (II.3)

Therefore, out of 12 components ofAa
� , nine are physical and three are gauge freedoms,

which may be removed by a suitable choice of gauge parameter� a. Since we are interested

in isotropic and homogeneous FRW cosmology, the temporal gauge

Aa
0 = 0 ; (II.4)

appears to be a suitable gauge �xing. This �xes the gauge symmetry(II.3), up to the global,

time independentSU(2) gauge transformations. This globalSU(2) is the key to restoring

the rotation symmetry in the presence of the background gauge �elds. We identify this

SU(2) with the three-dimensional rotations of the FRW background and, since the physical

observables of the gauge �elds are de�ned up to gauge transformations (or in other words,

only gauge-invariant combinations are physical observables) the rotation symmetry may be

preserved. This latter is done by turning on a speci�c gauge �eld con�guration in which

this identi�cation can be made.

In order to see the above in a more technical language, consider the background FRW

metric

ds2 = � dt2 + a2(t)� ij dxi dxj ; (II.5)

where i; j = 1; 2; 3 denote the indices along the spacelike three-dimensional hypersurface

�, whose metric is chosen to bea2� ij . By choosing the (comoving cosmic) time direction,

metric on � is then de�ned up to 3D foliation preserving di�eomorphisms. If we denote the

metric on constant time hypersurfaces � byqij , we can introduce a set of three vector �elds,

f ea
i (p)g, the triads, spanning the local Euclidian tangent spaceT� p to the � at the given

point p. The triads satisfy the following orthonormality relations

qij = ea
i e

b
j � ab ; � ab = ea

i e
b
j q

ij : (II.6)

The triads are then de�ned up to local 3D translations and rotations, which act on the

\local indices"a; b. In particular the triads which are related to each other by local rotations
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� a
b 2 SO(3)

ea
i ! ~ea

i = � a
b(p)eb

i ; (II.7)

at each point p, lead to the same metricqij . The elements of this localSO(3) may be

expressed in terms ofsu(2) generatorsTa as � = exp( � � aTa). There are (in�nitely) many

possibilities forea
i for the FRW metric (II.5), and one obvious choice is

ea
i = a(t)� a

i ; (II.8)

which identi�es the space coordinate indicesi; j; k; � � � , with the local frame indicesa; b; c;� � � .

We may now readily identify the remaining globalSU(2) gauge symmetry with the global

part of the 3D rotation symmetry (II.7). This can be done throughthe following ansatz

Aa
i =  (t)ea

i = a(t) (t)� a
i ; (II.9)

where under both of 3D di�eomorphisms and gauge transformations,  (t) acts as a genuine

scaler �eld. Technically, the ansatz (II.9) identi�es the combinationof the gauge �elds for

which the rotation symmetry violation caused by turning on vector (gauge) �elds in the

background is compensated for (or undone by) the gauge transformations, leaving us with

rotationally invariant background.

As a result of this identi�cation the energy-momentum tensor produced by the gauge

�eld con�guration (II.9) takes the form of a standard homogeneous, isotropic perfect 
uid

T �
� = diag(� �; P; P; P ) : (II.10)

To see this, consider a general gauge and Lorentz-invariant gauge �eld Lagrangian density

L = L (F a
�� ; g�� ). The corresponding energy-momentum tensor is given by

T�� �
� 2

p
� g

� (
p

� gL )
�g ��

= 2
� L

�F a �
�

F a
�� + g�� L : (II.11)

To compute T�� , we need to �rst calculate the �eld strength F a
�� for Aa

� in the temporal

gaugeAa
0 = 0, and for the �eld con�guration of (II.9):

F a
0i = _�� a

i ;

F a
ij = � g� 2� a

ij ;
(II.12)

where dot denotes derivative with respect to the comoving timet and for the ease of notation

we have introduced

� � a(t) (t) : (II.13)
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(Note that � , unlike  , is not a scalar.) It is now straightforward to calculate energy density

� and pressureP, in terms of � and its time derivatives. Plugging (II.12) into (II.11) yields

� =
@L red:

@_�
_� � L red: ; (II.14)

P =
@(a3L red: )

@a3
; (II.15)

whereL red: is the reduced Lagrangiandensity, which is obtained from calculatingL (F a
�� ; g�� )

for �eld strengths F a
�� given in (II.12) and FRW metric (II.5).

One can check thatL red: is the true reduced Lagrangian for the reduced phase space of

the �eld con�gurations in the ansatz (II.9) (and in the temporal gauge). In order to do this,

one can show that the gauge �eld equations of motion

D �
@L

@Fa��
= 0 ; (II.16)

whereD � is the gauge covariant derivative,(i) allow for a solution of the form (II.9) and,(ii)

once evaluated on the ansatz (II.9) become equivalent to the equation of motion obtained

from the reduced LagrangianL red: ( _�; � ; a(t))

d
a3dt

(a3 @L red:

@_�
) �

@L red:

@�
= 0 : (II.17)

In technical terms, there exists a consistent truncation of the gauge �eld theory to the sector

speci�ed by the scalar �eld  (or � ). In the next section we will study the cosmology of this

reduced Lagrangian, with a speci�c choice for the gauge �eld theory action.

III. A SPECIFIC GAUGE-FLATION MODEL, ANALYTIC TREATMENT

In the previous section we showed how homogeneity and isotropy can be preserved in a

speci�c sector of any non-Abelian gauge �eld theory. In this section we couple the gauge

theory to gravity and search for gauge �eld theories which can leadto a successful in
ationary

background. The �rst obvious choice is Yang-Mills action minimally coupled to Einstein

gravity. This will not lead to an in
ating system because, as a result of scaling invariance

of Yang-Mills action, one immediately obtainsP = �= 3 and � � 0, and in order to have

in
ation we should have � + 3P < 0. So, we need to consider modi�cations to Yang-Mills.

As will become clear momentarily, one such appropriate choice involving F 4 terms is

S =
Z

d4x
p

� g
�
�

R
2

�
1
4

F a
�� F ��

a +
�

384
(� ���� F a

�� F a
�� )2

�
(III.1)
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where we have set 8�G � M � 2
pl = 1 and � ���� is the totally antisymmetric tensor. We

stress that this speci�cF 4 term is chosen only for in
ationary model building purposes and,

since the contribution of this term to the energy-momentum tensor has the equation of state

P = � � , it is perfect for driving in
ationary dynamics. The justi�cation of t his term within

a more rigorous quantum gauge �eld theory setting will be brie
y discussed in section VII.

(To respect the weak energy condition for theF 4 term, we choose� to be positive.)

The reduced (e�ective) Lagrangian is obtained from evaluating (III.1) for the ansatz (II.9)

L red =
3
2

(
_� 2

a2
�

g2� 4

a4
+ �

g2� 4 _� 2

a6
) : (III.2)

The energy density� and pressureP are

� =
3
2

(
_� 2

a2
+

g2� 4

a4
+ �

g2� 4 _� 2

a6
) ; (III.3)

P =
1
2

(
_� 2

a2
+

g2� 4

a4
� 3�

g2� 4 _� 2

a6
) : (III.4)

As we see� and P have Yang-Mills parts and theF 4 parts, the � terms. If we denote the

Yang-Mills contribution to � by � Y M and the F 4 contribution by � � , i.e. ,

� Y M =
3
2

(
_� 2

a2
+

g2� 4

a4
) ; � � =

3
2

�g 2� 4 _� 2

a6
; (III.5)

then

� = � Y M + � � ; P =
1
3

� Y M � � � : (III.6)

Field equations, the Friedmann equations and� equation of motion, are then obtained as

H 2 =
1
2

(
_� 2

a2
+

g2� 4

a4
+ �

g2� 4 _� 2

a6
) ; (III.7)

_H = � (
_� 2

a2
+

g2� 4

a4
) ; (III.8)

(1 + �
g2� 4

a4
)

•�
a

+ (1 + �
_� 2

a2
)
2g2� 3

a3
+ (1 � 3�

g2� 4

a4
)
H _�
a

= 0 : (III.9)

We start our analysis by exploring the possibility of slow-roll dynamics. To this end it is

useful to introduce slow-roll parameters1

� � �
_H

H 2
; � � �

•H

2 _HH
; (III.10)

1 We note that our de�nition of slow-roll parameters �; � for the standard single scalar in
ationary theory

L = 1
2 _' 2 � V (' ) reduces to [2]� =

M 2
pl

2

�
V 0

V

� 2
; � = M 2

pl
V 00

V .
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where � is the standard slow-roll parameter and� is related to the time derivative of� as

� = � �
_�

2H�
: (III.11)

Therefore, to have a sensible slow-roll dynamics one should demand�; � � 1. Using the

Friedmann equations (III.7) and (III.8) and de�nitions (III.5) we h ave

� =
2� Y M

� Y M + � �
: (III.12)

That is, to have slow-roll the � -term contribution � � should dominate over the Yang-Mills

contributions � Y M , or � � � � Y M . As we will see, the time evolution will then increase

� Y M with respect to � � , and when � Y M � � � , the slow-roll in
ation ends. Noting that

� + 3P = 2( � Y M � � � ), in
ation (accelerated expansion phase) will end when� Y M > � � .

For having slow-roll in
ation, however, it is not enough to make sure� � 1. For the

latter, time-variations of � and all the other physical dynamical variables of the problem,

like � and the  �eld, must also remain small over a reasonably large period in time (to

result in enough number of e-folds). To measure this latter we de�ne

� � �
_ 

H 
; (III.13)

in terms of which the equations (III.7)-(III.9) take the form

� = 2 � �g 2 6(1 � � )2; (III.14)

� = � � (2 � � )

"
_�

H (1 � � )�
+

3�
�

#

: (III.15)

Comparing (III.11) and (III.15) we learn that to have a successful slow-roll, _� � H� 2 and

� � � , we should demand that� � � 2. Explicitly, the equations of motion (III.7), (III.8) and

(III.9) admit the solution 2

� '  2(
 + 1) ; (III.16)

� '  2 ) (3 +
_�

H�
)� '



2(
 + 1)

� 2 ; (III.17)

� '
(2 � � )( 
 + 1) 3

g2� 3
; (III.18)

2 Our numerical analysis reveals that even if we start with _�=(H� ) � O(1), while  2
i � � � 1, after a

short time it becomes very small and hence for almost all the in
ationary period we may con�dently use

� ' 

6( 
 +1) � 2. See section IV for a more detailed discussion.
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where ' means equality to �rst order in slow-roll parameter� and 3


 =
g2 2

H 2
; or equivalently H 2 '

g2 4

� �  2
=

g2�

 (
 + 1)

: (III.19)

In the above
 is a positive parameter which is slowly varying during slow-roll in
ation.

Recalling (III.13) and that � � � 2, (III.19) implies that 
H 2 remains almost a constant

during the slow-roll in
ation and hence [1]

�
� i

'

 + 1

 i + 1

;



 i

'
H 2

i

H 2
; (III.20)

where � i ; 
 i and H i are the values of these parameters at the beginning of in
ation. As

discussed the (slow-roll) in
ation ends when� = 1, where


 f '

 i + 1

� i
;

H 2
f

H 2
i

'

 i


 i + 1
� i : (III.21)

Using the above and (III.10) one can compute the number of e-folds Ne

Ne =
Z t f

t i

Hdt = �
Z H f

H i

dH
�H

'

 i + 1

2� i
ln


 i + 1

 i

: (III.22)

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

As pointed out, our gauge-
ation model has two parameters, thegauge couplingg and

the coe�cient of the F 4 term � . The degrees of freedom in the scalar sector of the model

consists of the scalar �eld and the scale factora(t) and hence our solutions are speci�ed by

four initial values for these parameters and their time derivatives.These were parameterized

by H i ; � i and  i and � i (or _ i ). The Friedmann equations, however, provide some relations

between these parameters; assuming slow-roll dynamics these relations are (III.16)-(III.18).

As a result each in
ationary trajectory may be speci�ed by the values of four parameters,

(g; � ;  i ; _ i ). In what follows we present the results of the numerical analysis of the equations

of motion (III.7), (III.8) and (III.9), for three sets of values for ( i ; _ i ; g; � ).

This behavior is of course expected, noting (III.5) and that in the oscillatory regime

the dominant term is the � Y M , that is, the system e�ectively behaves as ag2 4 chaotic

in
ation theory. And it is well-known that after the slow-roll phase  (t) in the g2 4 theory

3 Note that all the dimensionful parameters, i.e. H;  and � , are measured in units ofM pl ; H;  have

dimension of energy while� has dimension of one-over-energy density.
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FIG. 1. The classical trajectory for  i = 0 :035; _ i = � 10� 10; g = 2 :5 � 10� 3; � = 1 :733� 1014.

These values correspond to a slow-roll trajectory with H i = 3 :4 � 10� 5; 
 i = 6 :62; � i =

9:3� 10� 3; � i = 8 :4� 10� 5. These are the values very close to the range for which the gauge-
ation

is compatible with the current cosmological and CMB data (cf. discussions of section VI). Note

that �; H i and  i are given in the units of M pl .

oscillates as a Jacobi-cosine function whose amplitude drops liket � 1=2 [13]. In other words,

the averaged value of� and a(t) behave like a radiation dominated Universe (recall that for

a radiation dominated cosmology� = � _H=H 2 = 2).

I Discussion on diagrams in Fig.1 .

12



The top left �gure shows evolution of the e�ective in
aton �eld  as a function ofH i t.

As we see, there is a period of slow-roll, where remains almost constant and� is almost

constant and very small. Toward the end of the slow-roll� grows and becomes one (the

top right �gure), (slow-roll) in
ation ends and  suddenly falls o� and starts oscillating.

As we see from the top right �gure, the slow-roll parameter� has an upper limit which is

equal to 2. This is understandable recalling (III.12) and that� � is positive de�nite. At

the end of slow-roll in
ation � � , is negligible and the system is essentially governed by the

Yang-Mills part � Y M . In addition, the top left �gure shows that amplitude of the  �eld in

the oscillatory part is dropping like t � 1=2. (The minima of � is also �t by a t1=2 curve.)

The bottom left �gure shows the phase diagram of the e�ective in
aton trajectory. Note

that this diagram depicts _�=a (t) vs �=a (t) (rather than _ vs  ). The rightmost vertical line

is where we have slow-roll, because� = a(t) and during slow-roll  is almost a constant.

The curled up part is when in
ation has ended, and when the system oscillates around a

radiation dominated phase. This latter may be seen in the �gure noting that the amplitudes

of oscillations of both _�=a (t) and �=a (t) drop by t � 1=2. The bottom right �gure shows number

of e-folds as a function of comoving time. As expected, the numberof e-folds reaches its

asymptotic value when� ' 1.

One can readily check that the behavior of ; � , and the number of e-folds during slow-roll

in
ationary period has a perfect matching with our analytic results of previous section. We

note that, as will be discussed in section VI, the set of parametersH i ; 
 i ;  i ; g corresponds to

an in
ationary model close to the range of values compatible with thecurrent cosmological

and CMB data.

I Discussions on diagrams in Figs. 2 and 3 .

Fig. 2 corresponds to a slow-roll trajectory which starts with a lower value of � , but

almost the same value forH , compared to the case of Fig. 1. For this case we hence get

a larger number of e-folds. The qualitative shape of all four �guresis essentially the same

as those of Fig. 1, and both are compatible with our analytic slow-rollresults of previous

section. Our numeric analysis indicates that the behavior of the phase diagram for �eld

and � do not change dramatically when the orders of magnitude of the initial parameters

are within the range given in Figs. 1 or 2.

Fig. 3 shows a trajectory with a relatively large_ . As we see after a single fast fallo� the

13
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FIG. 2. The classical trajectory for  i = 0 :025; _ i = � 10� 10; g = 2 :507� 10� 3; � = 1 :3 � 1015.

These values correspond to aslow-roll trajectory with H i = 3 :63 � 10� 5; 
 i = 2 :98; � i =

2:5 � 10� 3; � i = 1 :1 � 10� 4. These �gures show that it is possible to get arbitrarily large numbers

of e-folds within the slow-roll phase of our gauge-
ation model.

�eld falls into usual slow-roll tracks, similar to what we see in Figs. 1 and 2. The oscillatory

behavior after the in
ationary phase, too, is the same as those ofslow-roll in
ation. The

graph in the square in the bottom left �gure shows, with a higher resolution, the upper part

of the phase diagram which comes with under brace. This part corresponds to the dynamics

14



of  �eld after in
ation ends, and as expected has the same qualitative form as the phase

diagrams in the slow-roll trajectories of Figs. 1 and 2. Our numeric analysis shows that

getting a large enough number of e-folds and the generic after-in
ation behavior of the �elds

is robust and does not crucially depend on the initial value of the �elds,  i or _ i , but it is

sensitive to the initial value of � . More precisely, as long as� remains small of order 0:01,

regardless of the value of� we can get arbitrarily large number of e-foldings. The examples

of small and large� values have been, respectively, given in Figs. 2 and 3.

It is also useful to work out the displacement of the �eld during in
ation. To this end,

let us start from _ = � �H and use the value for� given in (III.17). Our numerical analysis

reveals that the dynamics of the system is such that even if we start with _�
H� of order 1� 10,

but  2
i � � i , after a short time H i t � 1, _�=(H� ) becomes very small and hence in almost all

the in
ationary period, except for the �rst one or two e-folds, � ' 

6(
 +1) � 2. Since variations

of � in this period happens very fast, and after that it remains almost zero, during this

period  does not change much. Numerical analysis also shows that these arguments are

generically true even if we start with a large value of� , as in Fig. 3, provided that the other

parameters are such that we get large number of e-folds (aboutNe � 60 or larger). This

latter can be easily arranged for. This is again con�rming the robustness of the classical

in
ationary trajectories with respect to the choice of the initial conditions. Therefore, we

may con�dently compute roaming of �eld using the equation

_ 
 5

'
g2

6

_H
H 3

:

Integrating the above equation one can compute the displacementof the scalar �eld  during

in
ation. If we denote the value of  in the beginning and end of in
ation, respectively, by

 i and  f we obtain

 2
f '

p
3

2
 2

i : (IV.1)

Alternatively one could have used (III.18)�g 2 6(1 � � )2 = 2 � � to compute the change in

 . If we are in slow-roll regime where we can drop� -term, then the ratio of  f (which is

computed for � f = 1) to  i is obtained as 6
f = 1

2 6
i . And up to percent level,

p
3=2 and

2� 1=3 are equal, a con�rmation of the validity of the slow-roll approximations we have used.

Interestingly, at this level of approximation, the roaming of the �eld is independent of the

initial value of the 
 (or the initial value of Hubble) parameter and i and  f have the same

orders of magnitude.
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FIG. 3. Classical trajectory for  i = 8 :0 � 10� 2; _ i = � 10� 4; g = 4 :004� 10� 4 ; � = 4 :73 � 1013.

These values correspond to anon-slow-roll trajectory with � � 2, H i = 6 :25� 10� 4; � i = 6 :4� 10� 3.

We start far from the slow-roll regime for which � � � 2 � 1. This latter is also seen from the phase

diagram (bottom left �gure). Despite starting far from slow -roll regime, as we see from the top

left �gure, after an abrupt oscillation the �eld  loses its momentum and falls into the standard

slow-roll trajectory. As shown in the bottom right �gure, fo r this case we get a large number of

e-folds. Getting a large enough number of e-folds seems to bea fairly robust result not depending

much on the initial value of � .
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V. COSMIC PERTURBATION THEORY IN GAUGE-FLATION

So far we have shown that our gauge-
ation model can produce a fairly standard slow-

roll in
ating Universe with enough number of e-folds. The main test of any in
ationary

model, however, appears in the imprints in
ation has left on the CMB data, i.e. , the

power spectrum of curvature perturbations and primordial gravity waves, and the spectral

tilt of these spectra. To this end, we should go beyond the homogeneous (x-independent)

background �elds and consider 
uctuations around the background. This is what we will

carry out in this section.

A. Gauge-invariant metric and gauge �eld perturbations

Although not turned on in the background, all of the components of metric and the

gauge �eld in all gauge and spacetime directions will have quantum 
uctuations and should

be considered. The metric perturbations may be parameterized in the standard form [2, 3]

ds2 = � (1 + 2A)dt2 + 2a(@i B � Si )dxi dt

+ a2
�
(1 � 2C)� ij + 2@ij E + 2@(i Wj ) + hij

�
dxi dxj ;

(V.1)

where@i denotes partial derivative respect tox i and A; B; C and E are scalar perturbations,

Si ; Wi parameterize vector perturbations (these are divergence-free three-vectors) andhij ,

which is symmetric, traceless and divergence-free, is the tensor mode. The 12 components

of the gauge �eld 
uctuations may be parameterized as

�A a
0 = � k

a@k
_Y + � j

auj ; (V.2)

�A a
i = � a

i Q + � ak@ik M + g�� a k
i @kP + � j

a@i vj + � a j
i wj + � aj t ij ; (V.3)

where, as discussed in section II, we have identi�ed the gauge indices with the local Lorentz

indices and the expansion is done around the background inAa
0 = 0 temporal gauge. In

the above, as has been made explicit, there are four scalar perturbations, Q; Y; M and P,

three divergence-free three-vectorsui ; vi and wi , and a symmetric traceless divergence-free

tensor t ij , adding up to 4 + 3 � 2 + 2 = 12. Q is the perturbation of the background �eld

� , which is the only scalar in the perturbed gauge �eld without spacial derivative. We are

hence dealing with a situation similar to the multi�eld in
ationary theorie s where we have

adiabatic and isocurvature perturbations. If the analogy held,Q would have then be like

17



the adiabatic mode. However, as we will see this is not true and the curvature perturbations

are dominated by other scalars and notQ. As another peculiar and speci�c feature of the

gauge-
ation cosmic perturbation theory, not shared by any other scalar-driven in
ationary

model, we note that the gauge �eld 
uctuations contain a tensor mode t ij .

Because of the presence of gauge symmetries not all 10 + 12 metricplus gauge �eld per-

turbations are physical. Altogether there are four di�eomorphisms and three local gauge

symmetries, hence we have 15 physical degrees of freedom. The four di�eomorphisms re-

move two scalars and a divergence-free vector [2], and the three gauge transformations one

scalar and one divergence-free vector. Therefore, we have�ve physical scalar perturba-

tions, three physical divergence-freevector, and two physical tensor perturbations. (These

amount to 5 � 1 + 3 � 2 + 2 � 2 = 15 physical degrees of freedom.) The gauge degrees

of freedom may be removed by gauge-�xing (working in a speci�c gauge) or working with

gauge-invariant combinations of the perturbations. In what follows we work out the gauge-

and di�eomorphism-invariant combinations of these modes.

1. Scalar modes

Let us �rst focus on the scalar perturbationsA, B , C, E, Q, _Y, M and P. Under

in�nitesimal scalar coordinate transformations

t ! ~t = t + �t ;

x i ! ~x i = x i + � ij @j �x ;
(V.4)

where�t determines the time slicing and�x the spatial threading, the scalar 
uctuations of

the gauge �eld and metric transform as

Q ! Q � _��t ; _Y ! _Y � � _�x ;

M ! M � ��x ; P ! P ;

A ! A � _�t ; C ! C + H�t ;

B ! B +
�t
a

� a _�x ; E ! E � �x :

(V.5)

On the other hand under an in�nitesimal gauge transformation� a, 
uctuations of the

gauge �eld transform as

�A a
� ! �A a

� �
1
g

@� � a � � a
bc�

bAc
� : (V.6)
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The gauge parameters� a can be decomposed into a scalar and a divergence-free vector:

� a = � ai @i � + � a
i � i

V : (V.7)

The scalar part of the gauge �eld perturbations under the action of the scalar gauge trans-

formation � transform as

Q ! Q ; Y ! Y �
1
g

� ;

M ! M �
1
g

� ; P ! P +
1
g

� :
(V.8)

We note that Q is gauge-invariant and this is a result of identifying the gauge indices with

the local Lorentz indices and thatQ is a scalar.

Equipped with the above, one may construct �ve independent gauge-invariant combina-

tions. One such choice is4

	 = C + a2H ( _E �
B
a

) ; (V.9)

� = A �
d
dt

�
a2( _E �

B
a

)
�

; (V.10)

Q = Q +
_�

H
C ; (V.11)

M =
g2� 3

a2
(M + P � �E ) ; (V.12)

~M = _� ( _M � _�E � _Y) : (V.13)

The �rst two, � and 	 are the standard Bardeen potentials, while Q, M and ~M are the three

gauge and di�eomorphism-invariant combinations coming from the gauge �eld 
uctuations.

Finally, for the later use we also present the �rst-order perturbations of the gauge �eld

strength sourced by the scalar perturbations

�F a
0i = � a

i
_Q + � aj @ij ( _M � _Y) � g�aj

i @j (( �P _) + � _Y) ; (V.14)

�F a
ij = 2� a

[j @i ](Q + g2� 2P) + 2 g�� ak
[i @j ]k(P + M ) � 2g�a

ij Q� : (V.15)

Note that �F a
�� are not gauge-invariant, as under gauge transformationsF a

�� ! F a
�� �

� a
bc�

bF c
�� .

4 These choices are not unique and one can construct other gauge invariant combinations too.
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2. Vector modes

Next, we consider the vector modesSi , Wi , ui , vi and wi . Under in�nitesimal \vector"

coordinate transformations

x i ! ~x i = x i + �x i
V ; (V.16)

where@i �x V
i = 0,

Si ! Si + a� _x i
V ; Wi ! Wi � �x i

V ;

ui ! ui � � _�x
i
V ; vi ! vi � ��x i

V ; wi ! wi :
(V.17)

On the other hand under the vector part of in�nitesimal gauge transformation (V.6),

ui ! ui �
1
g

_� i
V ; vi ! vi �

1
g

� i
V ; wi ! wi + �� i

V ; (V.18)

and obviouslySi ; Wi remain invariant.

The three gauge- and di�eomorphism-invariant divergence-free vector perturbations may

be identi�ed as

Zi = a _Wi + Si ; (V.19)

Ui = ui � � _Wi +
1
g

_wi ; (V.20)

Vi = vi � �W i +
1
g

wi : (V.21)

The contribution of vector perturbations to the �rst-order gauge �eld strength perturba-

tions are

�F a
0i = � j

a@i ( _vj � uj ) + � a j
i ( _wj + g�u j ) ;

�F a
ij =2� a k

[j @i ](wk + g�v k) + 2 g�� a
[i wj ] :

(V.22)

3. Tensor modes

One can show that the tensor perturbationshij and t ij , being symmetric, traceless and

divergence-free, are both gauge- and di�eomorphism-invariant.The contribution of t ij to

the �rst order perturbed F a
�� corresponding tot ij is

�F a
0i = � aj _t ij ;

�F a
0i =2� ak@[i t j ]k � 2g�� ak

[j t i ]k :
(V.23)
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B. Field equations

Having worked out the gauge invariant combinations of the �eld perturbations, we are now

ready to study their dynamics. These �rst order perturbations are governed by perturbed

Einstein and gauge �eld equations

�G �� = �T �� ; �
�

D �
@L

@Fa� 0

�
= 0 ; (V.24)

where by � in the above we mean �rst order in �eld perturbations. Note that the zero

element of the gauge �eld equation (the equation of motion ofAa
0) is a constraint enforcing

the gauge invariance of the action and hence independent of the Einstein equation.

Since we are dealing with an isotropic perfect 
uid in the background,as it is customary

in standard cosmology text books [2], it is useful to decompose energy-momentum pertur-

bations as

�T ij = P0�g ij + a2
�
� ij �P + @ij � s + @i � V

j + @j � V
i + � T

ij

�
; (V.25a)

�T i 0 = P0�g i 0 � (P0 + � 0)(@i �u + �u V
i ) ; (V.25b)

�T 00 = � � 0�g00 + �� ; (V.25c)

where subscript, \0" denotes a background quantity and� s, � V
i , � T

ij represent the

anisotropic inertia and characterize departures from the perfect 
uid form of the energy-

momentum tensor;� V
i and � T

ij and the vorticity �u V
i satisfy

@i �u V
i = @i � V

i = 0 ; � T
ii = 0 ; @i � T

ij = 0 : (V.26)

Since being a perfect 
uid or having irrotational 
ows are physical properties, their corre-

sponding conditions are gauge-invariant.

1. Scalar modes

As is usually done in cosmic perturbation theory, it is useful to write down the equations

of motion in a gauge-invariant form. In order this we note that�T �� has four gauge-invariant
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scalar parts�� g, �P g, �qg,

�� g = �� � _� 0a2( _E �
B
a

) ; (V.27)

�P g = �P � _P0a2( _E �
B
a

) ; (V.28)

�qg = �q + ( � 0 + P0)a2( _E �
B
a

) ; (V.29)

and � s [2], where�q = ( � 0 + P0)�u .

After lengthy calculations (con�rmed by Maple codes too), we obtain

a2� S = 2( M � ~M ); (V.30)

�qg = � 2( _M + 3H� � M � H M �
g2� 3

_�a 2
~M +

_�
a

(
Q
a

�
_�

aH
	)) ; (V.31)

�� g = 3(1 +
�g 2� 4

a4
)

_�
a2

( _Q�
_�

H
_	) + 6(1 +

� _� 2

a2
)
g2� 3

a3

Q
a

� 3(1 +
�g 2� 4

a4
)

_� 2

a2
�

+ 3 �
g2� 4

a4
	 � (1 +

�g 2� 4

a4
)
k2

a2
~M � 2(1 +

� _� 2

a2
)
k2

a2
M ; (V.32)

�P g = (1 � 3
�g 2� 4

a4
)

_�
a2

( _Q�
_�

H
_	) + 2(1 � 3

� _� 2

a2
)
g2� 3

a3

Q
a

� (1 � 3
�g 2� 4

a4
)

_� 2

a2
�

� (4
_� 2

a2
+ 3

g2� 4

a4
)� 	 � (

1
3

�
�g 2� 4

a4
)
k2

a2
~M � 2(

1
3

�
� _� 2

a2
)
k2

a2
M : (V.33)

We are now ready to write down the four independent perturbed scalar Einstein equations,

three of which are constraints and one is dynamical:

a2� S = 	 � � ; (V.34)

�qg + 2( _	 + H 	) = 0 ; (V.35)

�� g � 3H�q g + 2
k2

a2
	 = 0 ; (V.36)

�P g + _�qg + 3H�q g + ( � 0 + P0)	 = 0 : (V.37)

Although it is not independent of the Einstein equations, here for later convenience we also

write the equation of energy conservation

� _� g � 3H� _qg + 3�H 2�qg � 6H
k2

a2
	 + H

k2

a2
(	 � �) + 2

k2

a2
( _	 + H �) = 0 : (V.38)

The above perturbed scalar Einstein equations do not su�ce to deal with �ve gauge-invariant

scalar degrees of freedom and one equation is missing. This last equation is, of course,

provided by the perturbed gauge �eld equations of motion (constraint equation D �

�
@L

@Fa
0�

�
=
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0). After using (V.36), this equation reads as5

�H 2 Q
�

+ � � H ( _	 + H �) �
1
2

g2� 4

a4
� 	 +

1
6

k2

a2
(	 + �) = 0 : (V.39)

These relations ((V.34)-(V.39)) provide enough number of equations for the gauge-

invariant scalar perturbations to which we return in the next subsection.

2. Vector modes

To study the vector perturbations, we �rst work out vector parts of the perturbed energy-

momentum tensor,�qV
i and � V

i , using (V.22):6

�qV
i = � 2

g2� 3

a2

�
Ui +

�
a

Zi

�
+

g� 2

a2

�
r � ( _~V � ~U)

�

i
�

g� _�
a2

�
r � ~V

�

i
; (V.40)

a� V
i =

g2� 3

a3
Vi +

_�
a

(Ui � _Vi ) : (V.41)

The perturbed Einstein equations have two vector equations, oneconstraint and one dy-

namical equation. These equations are

@i

�
2a2� V

j �
1
a

(a2Zj
_)
�

= 0 ; (V.42)

2a�qV
i + r 2Zi = 0 : (V.43)

In order to fully determine the system, we need one more equation,provided by the gauge

�eld equation (D �
@L

@Fa
� 0

= 0). This constraint enforces that the momentum conjugate toui

is vanishing and yields to

� 2
g2� 3

a2
(Ui +

�
a

Zi ) +
g� 2

a2

� ~r � ( _~V +
�
a

~Z)
�

i
�

g� _�
a2

( ~r � ~V) i �
�
a2

r 2(Ui � _Vi ) = 0 : (V.44)

Using (V.43), the above equations leads to the following simple equation

g� 2

a2

� ~r � (~U +
�
a

~Z)
�

i
�

�
a2

r 2(Ui � _Vi ) +
1
2a

r 2Zi = 0 ; (V.45)

which completes the set of equations we need for solving vector perturbations. Combining

(V.42)-(V.43) and (V.45), we learn that Z is damping exponentially during the in
ation.

Then, equations (V.40) and (V.42) indicate thatZi vanishes after horizon crossing.

5 The constraint (V.39) is equal to the equation of motion of ~M from the second order action for the scalar

perturbations (A.1)
6 Note that at �rst order in perturbation theory only the vector pe rturbations contribute to the vector part

of energy-momentum tensor perturbations.
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To summarize, similar to the usual scalar-driven in
ationary models,in gauge-
ation the

vector modes are diluted away by the (exponential) accelerated expansion of the Universe

during in
ation. In other words, despite of having vector gauge �elds as in
aton, in our

model vector modes are unimportant in in
ationary cosmology.

3. Tensor modes

As discussed, there are two gauge- and di�eomorphism-invariant tensor modeshij and

t ij , while perturbed Einstein equations only lead to one equation forhij . This equation,

which is sourced by the contribution oft ij to the energy-momentum tensor, reads as

•hij + 3H _hij +
k2

a2
hij = 2� T

ij : (V.46)

The other equation of motion is provided with the perturbed gauge �eld equations of motion.

After a tedious but straightforward calculation, which is also con�rmed by theMaple codes,

we obtain the following second-order action for the tensor modes

�S (2)
T '

1
2

Z
d3xdta3

�
1
2

(
_� 2

a2
�

g2� 4

a4
)h2

ij + ( � 2
_�
a

_t ij

a
+ 2

g2� 3

a3

t ij

a
)hij +

1
4

( _h2
ij �

k2

a2
h2

ij )

+
1
a2

�
_t2
ij �

k2

a2
t2
ij � �

�g 2� 2

a2

_� 2

a2
t2
ij

�
+ (V.47)

+
�

(
�g� 2 _�

a3
_) � 2

g�
a

�
� ijk 1

a3
tkl @i t j l +

g� 2

a4
� ijk (tkl @i hj l + hkl @i t j l )

�
:

Note that in the above we have already used the slow-roll approximation ( _� ' H� ). From

the above second order action one can readily compute� T
ij

� T
ij =

 

(
_� 2

a2
�

g2� 4

a4
)hij + 2( �

_�
a

_t ij

a
+

g2� 3

a3

t ij

a
) + 2

g� 2

a4
� kl

(i @k t j )l

!

: (V.48)

Being traceless and divergence-freet ij and hij each has 2 degrees of freedom which are

usually decomposed into plus and cross (+ and� ) polarization states with the polarization

tensorse+ ;�
ij (r 2e+ ;�

ij = � k2e+ ;�
ij ). However, we have parity-violating interaction terms in

the action and� T
ij which e+ ;�

ij are not their eigne values. One may then use the right-handed
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and left-handed circular polarizations and introducehR;L variables instead

hij =
1
2a

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

hR + hL � i (hR � hL ) 0

� i (hR � hL ) � (hR + hL ) 0

0 0 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(V.49)

where working with Fourier modes, we choseki = (0 ; 0; k) and imposed the transversality

condition. In a similar way, one can parameterizet ij and � T
ij in terms of right and left circular

polarizations TR;L and � T
R;L

. Note that, we de�ned TR;L as the right/ left polarization of the

tensor t ij

a .

In terms of hR;L and TR;L and conformal time� (dt = ad� ), �eld equation (V.46) reads

as

h00
R;L

+
�
k2 � (2 � � )H 2

�
hR;L ' 2a2� T

R;L
; (V.50)

where

a2� T
R;L

' 2 (� H T0
R;L

+ 
 H 2TR;L � kH
p


T R;L ) + H 2 2(1 � 
 )hR;L ; (V.51)

where prime denotes derivative with respect to the conformal timeand H = _a. Moreover,

using the second order action, we have the �eld equation ofTR;L as

T00
R;L

+
�

k2 +(2(1+ 
 )+ � )H 2 � 2kH
1 + 2


p



�
TR;L '  

�
H h0

R;L
+ H 2(1+ 
 )hR;L �

p

k H hR;L

�
;

(V.52)

To analyze the tensor modeshR;L and TR;L and the action (V.47), it proves useful to

decomposeTR;L into hR;L and a new variablewR;L

TR;L = A h R;L + wR;L ; (V.53)

whereA is a constant (to be determined). In terms ofwR;L the equations of motion forhR;L
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and TR;L read as

h00
R;L

+ ( k2 �
z00

z
)hR;L ' 4 (� H w0

R;L
� k

p

 H wR;L + 
 H 2wR;L )

+ 4A 2(� H h0
R;L

+ H 2hR;L � kH
p


h R;L ) ; (V.54)

w00
R;L

+ ( k2 �
#00

#
� 2kH

(1 + 2
 )
p



)wR;L '  

�
H h0

R;L
� H 2hR;L � kH

2A(1 + 2
 ) � 

p



hR;L

+ (1 � 2A)(2 + 
 )H 2hR;L

�
(V.55)

where
z00

z
= H 2

�
2 � � + 2( 
 � 1) 2(2A � 1)

�
; (V.56)

#00

#
' � 2H 2(
 + 1) : (V.57)

The above equations imply thathR;L and wR;L have both oscillatory behavioreik� in the

asymptotic past k� ! �1 region. However, since#00=# is negative whilez00=z is positive,

they behave di�erently in superhorizonk� ! 0 limit;
hR;L

a freezes out and
wR;L

a decays.

Therefore, in this limit the leading contribution to the right hand side of equation of motion

for wR;L , which is of order (k� )� 3, should vanish. That is,

(� 2 +
1
A

)(2 + 
 )H 2h ' 0; (V.58)

which implies A = 1
2. This choice forA has an interesting and natural geometric meaning,

recalling the form of our ansatz for the background gauge �eld,Aa
i =  e a

i , where  is

a scalar (e�ective in
aton �eld) and ea
i are the 3D triads, and that the triads are \square

roots\ of metric. Perturbing the ansatz and considering only the metric tensor perturbations

hij , we have

�ea
i =

1
2

hij � aj : (V.59)

Then, recalling (V.3) and the de�nition of t ij , this implies that A = 1
2 naturally removes the

part of the gauge �eld tensor perturbations which is coming from the perturbation in the

metric, and hence the \genuine" gauge �eld tensor perturbation isparameterized byw.

C. Primordial power spectra and the spectral indices

In the previous part, we provided the complete set of equations which govern the dynamics

of scalar, vector and tensor modes. In this subsection we set about solving these equations,
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quantize their solutions, and compute the power spectra.

1. Scalar modes

In order to determine the power spectrum of the scalar perturbations we have to deal

with four constraint (V.34), (V.35), (V.36), (V.39) and one dynamical equation (V.37).

In contrast to the case of scalar �eld in
ationary models which one of the constraints (a

combination of �P and �q equations) reduces to the equation of motion of the background

�eld, in our case both of them remain independent and should be considered. In Appendix

C we provide more details about this issue.

From the combination of (V.35)-(V.37) and (V.30), we obtain

•	 + H _� � 2
g2� 4

a4
� +

k2

a2
(2M � 	) � 2

_�
a

(
_Q
a

�
_�

Ha
_	) � 4

g2� 3

a3

Q
a

+ 2
_� 2

a2
� 	 = 0 : (V.60)

Furthermore, one can write (V.36) as

(6H 2 � 3
g2� 4

a4
)

_Q
_�

+ (12H 2 � 6
_� 2

a2
)
Q
�

�
1
2

k2

a2
(1 +

�g 2� 4

a4
)(	 + �) +

k2

a2
(3 +

�g 2� 4

a4
)	

�
k2

a2
(3 +

�g 2� 4

a4
+ 2

� _� 2

a2
)M + 3

g2� 4

a4
� + 3

g2� 4

a4

_	
H

+ 3�
g2� 4

a4
	 = 0 : (V.61)

Also using (V.30), we can omit ~M in (V.35) and obtain

_	 + H (1 +


2

)� � _M + H (1 + 
 )M � (


2

�
� 2

a2
)H 	 �

_�
a

Q
a

' 0: (V.62)

Equations (V.39), (V.60), (V.61) and (V.62) make a complete set of equations for determin-

ing Q; M ; 	 and �. Moreover, using (V.34), one can then determine ~M in terms of the rest

of variables.

In order to derive the closed form di�erential equations governingthe dynamics of our

dynamical variable Q, we �rst write equations in the two asymptotic limits of asymptotic

past (k
a � H ) and superhorizon scales (k

a � H ) and then combining them together. Note

that, we will rewrite the equations in conformal time� (� =
R

1
adt).

I Asymptotic past limit (k� � 1):

In this limit , constraint equations (V.39) and (V.62) take the followingforms respectively

k2(	 + �) = 0 and M 0 � 	 0+
_�
a

Q = 0; (V.63)
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here prime denotes a derivative respect to conformal time. From the above equation we �nd

out that the non-zero scalar anisotropic inertiaa2� S is not zero, but given as

a2� S = � 2� : (V.64)

We note that regardless of the details, for all the scalar in
ationary models in the context

of GR the anisotropic stressa2� S is identically zero. Thus, the non-zero anisotropic inertia

in our system is directly related to the existence of gauge �elds in theset up.

Using the constraints in (V.38) and (V.60), we then can omit 	 andM in terms of Q and

� which leads to the following set of coupled equations for � andQ respectively
_�
a

Q00+ k2
� 
 + 2

3


_�
a

Q+
2

3

� 0

�
= 0; (V.65)

(2
_�
a

Q+ � 0)00+ k2
�
2

_�
a

Q+ � 0
�

= 0: (V.66)

These equations imply that in the asymptotic past limit, we haveQ / k�. As we see, the

�rst equation has a complicated form, however the second one is simply a wave equation for

2
_�
a Q+ � 0 with a sound speed equal to one. Multiplying the former by a factor of (
 + 1)

and subtracting the result from the latter, we obtain the following wave equation for the

variable (
 � 1)
_�
a Q� � 0

(
 � 1)
_�
a

Q00� (� 0)00+ (

 � 2

3

)k2

�
(
 � 1)

_�
a

Q� � 0
�

= 0; (V.67)

with a sound speed square equal to (
 � 2
3
 ). In other words, in this limit 7

� One can decomposeQ as Q = Q1 + Q2 whereQ1;2 satisfy

Q00
1 + k2Q1 = 0 ; Q00

2 +

 � 2

3

k2Q2 = 0: (V.68)

� Then, we can decompose � as � = � 1 + � 2 such that

� 00
1 + k2� 1 = 0 ; � 00

2 +

 � 2

3

k2� 2 = 0: (V.69)

Besides that, we also have the following two constraints

� 0
1 = ( 
 � 1)H Q1 ; � 0

2 = � 2H Q2; (V.70)

which in the asymptotic past limit, couple � and Q �elds.

7 De�ning X 1 = 2
_�
a Q+� 0 and X 2 = ( 
 � 1)

_�
a Q� � 0, we can diagonalize the set of equations (V.65)-(V.66)

into two wave equations for for X 1 and X 2 with sound speedsc2
1 = 1 and c2

2 = ( 
 � 2
3
 ) respectively.
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I The superhorizon limit (k� ! 0)

We now turn to the question of large scale superhorizon behavior ofthe system ink� ! 0.

In the superhorizon limit, (V.39) and (V.61) take the following forms respectively

Q
�

+
�
�

� (� +
_	

H
) �

1
2

g2� 4

a4H 2
	 = 0 ; (V.71)

Q
�

+
1
6

(� � � )(� +
_	

H
) ' 0: (V.72)

Combining of the above equations and using the slow-roll background relation (III.17), we

obtain
Q
�

' �
1
6

(� � � )� and
Q
�

� 	 ; (V.73)

which indicates that at the superhorizon limit, the scalar anisotropicstressa2� S is non-

vanishing and is given by

a2� S ' � � : (V.74)

From (V.64), we found that gauge-
ation has a non-zeroa2� S at the asymptotic past limit.

Now, the above relation indicates that this quantity has a non-zerovalue also at the super-

horizon which makes it an observable quantity. This is a unique and speci�c feature of the

non-Abelain gauge �eld in
ation, not shared by any scalar-driven in
ationary model.

Use of the above result in (V.60), we have the following equation for �

� 00� 2(� � � )H 2� ' 0; (V.75)

while (V.38) leads to the following equation forQ

Q00� H 2(2 + 8� + 6( � � � ))Q ' 0: (V.76)

As we see, in this limit, we have only one equation for both ofQ1 and Q2, similarly both

of � 1 and � 2 are described by the same equation. Besides, similar to all the otheradiabatic

perturbations, the Bardeen potentials � and 	 are both constant on super-Hubble scales

(k� � 1).

Up to now we worked out the �eld equations ofQ and � in asymptotic past and the

superhorizon limits. In the following we combine them and read the closed form di�erential

equations corresponding to each �eld and study the system.
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Upon using (V.69), (V.75), � = � 1 + � 2 is governed by the following two dynamical

equations

� 00
1 +

�
k2 �

� 00

�

�
� 1 ' 0; (V.77)

� 00
2 +

� 
 � 2
3


k2 �
� 00

�

�
� 2 ' 0; (V.78)

which their solutions subject to the following constraint equation

� 0
1 ' (
 � 1) HQ 1; at � 0

2 ' � 2 HQ 2 ; (V.79)

in the asymptotic past limit. Here � 00

� = 2H 2(� � � ), which can be written as

� 00

�
=

� 2
R � 1

4

� 2
; where � R '

1
2

+ 2( � � � ): (V.80)

Note that in determining the above relation, we used the slow-roll approximation

� ' �
1

(1 � � )H
:

The general solutions to (V.77) and (V.78) for �1;2 can be expressed as a linear combi-

nation of HankelH (1)
� and H (2)

� , and modi�ed Bessel functionsI � and K � . Recalling (V.80),

this leads to the following solutions for 	

� 1(k; � ) '

p
� j� j
2k

�
b1H (1)

� R
(kj� j) + ~b1H (2)

� R
(kj� j)

�
; (V.81)

and

� 2(k; � ) '

8
<

:

p
j � j

p
�k

�
b2K � R (

q
j2� 
 j

3
 kj� j) + ~b2I � R (
q

j2� 
 j
3
 kj� j)

�
; 
 � 2 < 0

p
� j � j
2k

�
ib2H (1)

� R (
q

j 
 � 2j
3
 kj� j) + ~b2H (2)

� R (
q

j 
 � 2j
3
 kj� j)

�
; 
 � 2 > 0:

(V.82)

In (V.82), the coe�cients are chosen in such a way that for both cases �2 satis�es (V.79)

with the same value.

I Classical solutions for Q.

The second order action computation is indeed very tedious, lengthy and cumbersome,

but that is necessary for quantization of the perturbations. Thisis because for performing

the canonical quantization of the modes, besides the equations ofmotion we need to have

the canonical (conjugate) momentum too. In the Appendix A we have presented the explicit

form of the second-order action, after imposing the gauge-�xingconditions (E = B = 0).
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Appearance of negativec2
s modes may cause a concern about a possibility of ghost insta-

bility in our system. Theoretically we do not expect �nding ghosts in our theory because,i)

we are dealing with a gauge-invariant action and we respect this gauge symmetry. (To be

more precise, it is spontaneously broken by the choice of classical in
ationary background.

However, as is well-established, spontaneous gauge symmetry breaking does not lead to a

break-down of Slavnov-Taylor identity which re
ects the gauge symmetry and its conse-

quences about renormalizability and unitarity.) ii) Although we are dealing with a \higher

derivative" action (III.1), the higher derivative term has a specialform: it does not involve

more than time-derivative squared terms. (This fact is also explicitlyseen in (III.9) in that

the � equation of motion does not involve more than second time derivative.) As such

we expect not to see ghosts usually present in the higher derivativetheories. Besides the

above arguments, to make sure about the absence of ghosts, wehave explicitly computed

the second-order action. The expression for the second-orderaction, after implementing the

constraints, explicitly shows that neitherQnor M has negative kinetic terms and hence there

is no ghost instability in our system. The explicit expression for the second-order action is

presented in Appendix A and here we only present the simpli�ed resultin the asymptotic

past limit.

After combining (V.68) and (V.76), the Q equations of motion in the slow-roll approxi-

mation take the form

Q00
1 +

�
k2 �

z00

z

�
Q1 ' 0; (V.83)

Q00
2 +

� 
 � 2
3


k2 �
z00

z

�
Q2 ' 0; (V.84)

where the e�ective mass term is given as

z00

z
' (2 + 8� + 6( � � � ))H 2:

Moreover, the solutions subject to the following algebraic constraint at superhorizon scales

(V.73)

Q1 + Q2 = O(� )� � at k� � 1 : (V.85)

On the other hand, up to the leading orders in slow-roll (H ' � (1 + � )=� ), we can write z00

z

as
z00

z
=

� 2
Q � 1

4

� 2
where � Q '

3
2

+ 2(3� � � ): (V.86)
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The general solution to the equation (V.83) is a linear combination of Hankel functions

Q1(k; � ) '

p
� j� j
2

ei (1+2 � Q )�= 4
�
q1H (1)

� Q
(kj� j) + ~q1H (2)

� Q
(kj� j)

�
: (V.87)

On the other hand, the general solution of (V.84) is

Q2(k; � ) '

8
<

:

p
j � j

p
�

�
q2K � Q (

q
j2� 
 j

3
 kj� j) + ~q2I � Q (
q

j2� 
 j
3
 kj� j)

�
; 
 � 2 < 0

p
� j � j
2

�
iq2H (1)

� Q (
q

j 
 � 2j
3
 kj� j) + ~q2H (2)

� Q (
q

j 
 � 2j
3
 kj� j)

�
; 
 � 2 > 0;

(V.88)

which as we see in case that
 � 2 < 0, it is expressed as a linear combination of modi�ed

Bessel functions, otherwise it is expressed in terms of Hankel functions. Note that in (V.88),

the coe�cients are chosen such that in both cases,Q2 has the same superhorizon value.

I Quantization of Q modes.

As in the standard text book material in cosmic perturbation theory, the coe�cients

bi ;~bi ; qi and~bi may be �xed using the canonical normalization of the modes in the Minkowski,

deep subhorizonk� ! �1 regime. As discussed, in this limitQ1, which has an oscillatory

behavior, is the only quantum �eld. We should stress that, of course not all coe�cients

are �xed by the quantization normalization condition. To �x them, as we will do so below,

we should impose the constraints (V.79) and (V.85) in both superhorizon and asymptotic

past regimes. Note also that ful�lling these constraints is equivalentto maintaining the

di�eomorphism and remainder of the gauge symmetry of the system; 
uctuations both at

classical and quantum levels must respect them.

From the second-order action given in Appendix A, after using the constraints and some

lengthy straightforward algebra, we determine the form of the 2nd order action at the

asymptotic past limit

� 2Stot '
Z

d�d3x

"

(1 + 
 )(Q02
1 � k2Q2

1) + 3
(
 + 1)
(
 � 2)

(Q02
2 �

(
 � 2)
3


k2Q2
2)

#

: (V.89)

Now we can read the canonically normalized �eld value which is given as

Qnorm =
p

2(1 + 
 )Q1: (V.90)

Imposing the usual Minkowski vacuum state forQnorm

Qnorm '
1

p
2k

e� ik� ;
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�xes the q1, ~q1 and ~q2 coe�cients

q1 =
1

p
2(
 + 1)

; ~q1 = ~q2 = 0 : (V.91)

It is useful to remind that the H (1)
� (z) and K � (z) functions have the following asymptotic

forms in the limit of z � 1:

H (1)
� (z) '

r
2

z�
e� i�

4 (2� +1) eiz ; K � (z) '

r
2

z�
e� z:

Moreover, their asymptotic forms in the limit of z � 1 is as follows:

H (1)
� (z) ' �

i
�

�( � )
� z

2

� � �
; K � (z) '

1
2

�( � )
� z

2

� � �
:

From (V.85) and after using the asymptotic forms ofH (1)
� (z) and K � (z) in the z � 1 limit,

one can readq2 as

q2 ' i
�

j
 � 2j
3


� 3
4

q1 =
i

p
2(1 + 
 )

�
j
 � 2j

3


� 3
4

: (V.92)

Obtaining q1;2 and ~q1;2, now we turn to determine the Bardeen potential �.

Putting (V.91) and (V.92) into (V.79) and after using the asymptotic form of Bessel

functions in the k� ! �1 , we have~b1 = ~b2 = 0, while

b1 ' �
(
 � 1)

p
2(
 + 1)

H ; and b2 '
2i

p
2(1 + 
 )

�
j
 � 2j

3


� 1
4

H : (V.93)

Now we are ready to determine the superhorizon value of the Bardeen potential �. Having

the coe�cients above and using the background slow-roll relation� ' (1 + 
 ) 2, we obtain

� = � 1 + � 2 '
i
p

�
2k3=2

H
� kj� j

2

� 1
2 � � R ; kj� j � 1: (V.94)

In the asymptotic past limit � 2 is a mode which can have negativec2
s for 
 < 2. Nonetheless,

our analysis above shows explicitly that this does not render our perturbation theory analysis

unstable, because what is physical is the total �after imposing the constraint equations

on the superhorizonscales. In other words, �2 mode in the asymptotic past is �xed by the

constraints on the dynamical equations and not an independent mode.

I The curvature power spectrum.
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Having �xed all the coe�cients, we are now ready to compute the power spectrum of

metric and curvature perturbations. The power spectrum for the metric perturbations is

given by [2]

P� =
4�k 3

(2� )3
j� j2 ; (V.95)

which on large superhorizon scales (k � aH) is

P� '
�
8

�
H
�

� 2 �
jk� j

2

� 3� 2� Q

; (V.96)

and remains constant during slow-roll period. The power spectrumof the comoving curva-

ture perturbation R, R ' �
� , is hence

PR '
1
8�

�
H
�

� 2

jk= aH ; (V.97)

and becomes constant on super-Hubble scales. Note that the scalar power spectrum in our

model is exactly equal to the power spectrum of the comoving curvature perturbation in the

standard single scalar �eld model.

The spectral index of the curvature perturbations,nR � 1 = 3 � 2� Q, to the leading order

in the slow-roll parameters is

nR � 1 ' � 2(� � � ) ; (V.98)

We note that the spectral tilt (V.98) is always negative in our model.

In addition to the power spectrum of the scalar and its spectral tilt, our model has a

non-zero scalar anisotropic stress value with the following power spectrum

� 2
a2� S '

�
8

�
H
�

� 2��
�
�
k= aH

; (V.99)

which becomes constant on super-Hubble scales. Thus, as one of the speci�c features of the

non-Abelian gauge �eld in
ation, power spectrum of scalar anisotropic stress is non-zero.

This is in contrast with all scalar-driven in
ationary models in the general relativity, for

which a2� S is identically zero.

2. Tensor modes

In the previous section we found that upon settingA = 1
2 in (V.53) �eld equations of

hR;L and wR;L decouple at the superhorizon scales. Then, the equation ofhR;L �elds read as

h00
R;L

+
�
k2 � (2 � � )H 2

�
hR;L ' 2a2� T

R;L
; (V.100)
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where

a2� T
R;L

'  (� 2H w0
R;L

+2
 H 2wR;L � 2kH
p


 (wR;L +
1
2

 h R;L ) � H  h 0
R;L

+ H 2 h R;L ): (V.101)

The above equations imply that in the superhorizon limit, we havehR;L / a. On the other

hand, �eld equations ofwR;L leads to

w00
R;L

+
�

k2 +
�
2(1 + 
 ) + �

�
H 2 � 2kH

(1 + 2
 )
p




�
wR;L ' H  

�
(h0

R;L
� H hR;L ) � k

(
 + 1)
p



hR;L

�
;

(V.102)

which implies that while wR;L behaves like a plane-wave at subhorizon scales, it is exponen-

tially damped like wR;L / a� (1+ 
 ) at superhorizon scales (hR;L / a). Although a damping

mode at superhorizon scales,wR has an interesting behavior just before the horizon crossing.

In fact, the parity violating terms in the �eld equation of wR leads to tachyonic growth of

wR around the horizon crossing. To see this, let us neglecthR;L terms in the RHS of (V.102)

to �nd the following wave equation for wR;L

@2
~� wR;L + 
 2

R;L
(~� ; 
 )wR;L ' 0; (V.103)

here ~� = � k� and 
 2
R;L

(~� ; 
 ) is given as


 2
R;L

(~� ; 
 ) =
�

1 +
2(1 + 
 )

~� 2
� 2

(1 + 2
 )
p


 ~�

�
: (V.104)

Note that while 
 2
L

is always positive, 
2
R

becomes negative in an interval ~� 2 (~� 1; ~� 2). Fig.

4 presents ~� 2 vs. 
 and ~� 1 is almost one. The short interval of negative 
2
R
, leads to the

tachyonic growth of wR (Fig. 5).8

From (V.100), we learn that the anisotropic inertia� T
R;L

is the source term forhR;L , which

vanishes at superhorizon scales (k� ! 0). Nonetheless, due to the tachyonic growth ofwR

just before the horizon-crossing,� T
R

has the behavior of an impulse function in that region

(see Fig. 5), inducing the growth inhR and enhancing its superhorizon value. On the other

hand, � T
L

is small at the horizon crossing and has negligible e�ect on the superhorizon value

of hL .

Considering the standard Minkowski (Bunch-Davis) vacuum normalization for the canon-

ically normalized �elds (cf. (V.47)), leads to

hR;L !
e� ik�

p
k

and wR;L !
e� ik�

2
p

k
; k� ! �1 : (V.105)

8 We had missed this behaviour in the earlier version of this work. A similarfeature was pointed out in the

context of chromo-natural in
ation model in [22].
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FIG. 4. ~hR undergoes a tachyonic growth phase in ~� 2(
 ) � � k� � 1 (cf. (V.103) and (V.104)). In

this �gure, we have depicted ~� 2 vs. 
 . The minimum is ~� = 5 which is at 
 ' 0:6.

The power spectra for the Left and Right gravitational wave modes are obtained as

PTR ' PR

�
H
�

� 2�
�
k= aH

and PTL ' PL

�
H
�

� 2�
�
k= aH

; (V.106)

where PR ; PL are functions of the parameters
;  and the power spectrum of the tensor

modes is given as

PT = PTR + PTL = ( PR + PL )
�

H
�

� 2�
�
k= aH

:

In the left panel of Fig. 6, we presentedPR + PL vs. 
 and in the right panel of this �gure,

we have the parity violating ratio PR � PL
PR + PL

vs. 
 . Studying the system numerically, we �nd

that PL is a function very close to one (ranging from 1:0 at low 
 to 1:25 at 
 = 10) while

PR varies signi�cantly in this range of 
 .

Moreover, the spectral index of tensor perturbations,nT is given by

nT ' � 2� ; (V.107)

which is equal to its corresponding quantity in the standard scalar in
ationary models.

Note that due its exponential suppression on the superhorizon scales, thewR;L mode does

not contribute to the tensor power spectrum. For our model tensor-to-scalar ratior is

r = 8( PR + PL )� ; (V.108)
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FIG. 5. This �gure presents the tensor modes solution for = 5 � 10� 2, 
 = 10 and H0 = 10 � 6. In

the top-left panel, we have the tensor �eld values
hR
aH and

~hR
aH versus� k� , whereRe and Im denote

read and imaginary parts of the corresponding quantity. Thesmall box presented the superhorizon

behavior of the �elds. The top-right panel shows
� T

R
aH 3 . In the bottom panels we presented the

left-handed polarizations.

which can be written asr = � 4(PR + PL )nT . That is, our model respects a modi�ed version

of the Lyth consistency relation [18].

37



0.2 0.5 1.0 2.0 5.0 10.0
g

10

100

1000

104

PR+PL

y= 0.12

y= 0.01

0.2 0.5 1.0 2.0 5.0 10.0
g

- 1.0

- 0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

PR - PL

PR + PL

y= 0.12

y= 0.01

FIG. 6. In the left panel we have depicted PR + PL . In the standard scalar-driven in
ationary

models PR = PL = 1. The right panel the parity violating factor
PR � PL
PR + PL

versus 
 for  = 10 � 2

and  = 0 :12 is shown. The power spectra have been calculated atk� = � 0:01, long enough after

modes have crossed the horizon and behave quite classically. As we see in the right panel, for very

small and very large 
 values PR � PL .

VI. FITTING GAUGE-FLATION RESULTS WITH THE COSMIC DATA

We are now ready to confront our model with the observational data. As discussed our

model allows for slow-roll in
ation for a speci�c range of its parameters and for comparison

with the observational data we use the results obtained in the slow-roll regime. First, we

note that in order for in
ation to solve the 
atness and horizon problems it should have

lasted for a minimum number of e-foldsNe. This amount of course depends on the scale

of in
ation and somewhat on the details of physics after in
ation ends [2]. However, for a

large in
ationary scale, like H � 10� 4 � 10� 5Mpl , it is usually demanded thatNe ' 60. As

a standard benchmark we useNe � 50.

As for the CMB data, current observations provide values for power spectrum of curvature

perturbations PR and its spectral tilt nR and impose an upper bound on the power spectrum

of tensor modesPT , or equivalently an upper bound on tensor-to-scalar ratior . These values

vary (mildly) depending on the details of how the data analysis has been carried out. Here we
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use the best estimation of Komatsu et al. [17] which is based on WMAP7 years, combined

with other cosmological data. These values are

PR ' 2:5 � 10� 9 ; (VI.1a)

nR = 0:968� 0:012; (VI.1b)

r < 0:24: (VI.1c)

Our model has two parametersg and � , and our results for physical observable depend

also on others parameters which are basically related to the initial values of the �elds we

have in our model. Out of these parameters we chooseH , the value of Hubble, and , the

value of the e�ective in
aton �eld at the beginning of, or during, slow-roll in
ation. The

values of other parameters,�; 
 and � (initial velocity of the  �eld (III.13)), are related to

these two through (III.16)-(III.19). For convenience let us recollect our results:

Ne =

 + 1

2�
ln


 + 1



; (VI.2)

nR � 1 ' �



4(
 + 1)
r

(PR + PL )
; (VI.3)

r =
PT

PR
= 8( PR + PL )� ; (VI.4)

PR '
1

8� 2�

�
H

Mpl

� 2

'
g2

8� 2
 (
 + 1)
: (VI.5)

Moreover, from the combination of (V.98) and (VI.2), one can readns in terms of Ne

and 
 as below

ns ' 1 �



Ne
ln(


 + 1



): (VI.6)

Since,
 ln( 
 +1

 ) is a quantity between zero and one, in gauge-
ation model spectrum cannot

be very red. In Fig. 7, we presentedNe vs. ns which indicates that for Ne � 50 leads to

n(50)
s � 0:98: (VI.7)

Similarly, as depicted in the left panel of Fig. 8, we see that our modelpredicts a minimum

value for r

0:02 � r � 0:28; (VI.8)

which is a very speci�c prediction of our model and gauge-
ation maybe falsi�ed by the

upcoming Planck satellite results. In the allowed region, we have

 ' (0:01� 0:1)Mpl : (VI.9)
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FIG. 7. The shaded region exhibits the region which leads toNe > 50. As we see this may happen

for any value of 
 parameter. This also shows that our spectral tilt is always in 0:98 � ns < 1

range. Moreover, our model allows for arbitrary largeNe.

The max and min possible values ofr respectively correspond to ( = 0:01; 
 = 5; PR + PL =

6:3) and ( = 0:01; 
 = 8; PR + PL = 77). In the right panel of Fig. 8, we have the allowed

region in terms of� and 
 which indicates that

� = (10 � 4 � 2 � 10� 2); 
 = (0 :1 � 8): (VI.10)

Having the above results and after using the COBE normalization, wehave
�

H
Mpl

� 2

=
r � 2

PR + PL

� 2
s = 2 � 10� 7�;

which determines the value ofH as

H = (0 :45� 6:3) � 10� 5 Mpl : (VI.11)

Now, we can read� and g in terms of the parameters
 and �


 =
g2 2

H 2
)

g2

4�
=2� PR 
 (
 + 1) = 1 :5 � 10� 8
 (
 + 1) ; (VI.12a)

�g 2 6 ' 2 ) � '
2(1 + 
 )2

� 2H 2

= 107 �

(
 + 1) 2


� 3
: (VI.12b)

From the left panel of Figs 8, we learn that in the allowed region the value of 
 is restricted

as (VI.10), which determines the value of� and g

g ' (0:15� 3:7) � 10� 3; � � (10� 5 � 10� 4)Mpl ; � � � � 4 : (VI.13)
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FIG. 8. The left panel shows 1� and 2� contour bounds of 7-year WMAP+BAO+H0. The yellow

area (region with lighter color) represents the gauge-
ation predictions for  2 (0:01; 0:12) range.

As depicted in Fig. 7, the region with enough number of e-folds restricts us to ns > 0:98 region,

that is on the right-side of the Ne = 50 line. Therefore, the allowed region is the highlighted region

betweenNe = 50 and ns = 1 lines. The shaded region in right panel shows the allowed values for

� and  , given in (VI.9) and (VI.10).

As an interesting and notable feature of our model, the value of thegauge couplingg, is

directly related to the value of the power spectrum of CMB curvature 
uctuations PR .

Restricting ourselves to 1� contour in the left panel of Fig. 8, we obtain the following

bounds onr , ns and H

0:98 � ns � 0:99; 0:05 < r < 0:15; H ' (3:4 � 5:4) � 10� 5Mpl ; (VI.14)

which leads to the following bounds for and �

0:04 �  � 0:1 and 0:6 � 10� 2 � � � 1:5 � 10� 2;

where in 1� contour 0:5 < 
 < 4. In our model, the �eld value  is sub-Planckian and of

order 1017 GeV, while the tensor to scalar ratio is considerabler > 0:02. Thus, gauge-
ation

model satis�es a modi�ed version of the Lyth bound [18].
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VII. SUMMARY, DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work we have presented a detailed analysis of the gauge-
ation model which we

introduced in [1]. We �rst showed that non-Abelian gauge �eld theorycan provide the

setting for constructing an isotropic and homogeneous in
ationary background. We did so

by using the global part of the gauge symmetry of the problem and identi�ed the SU(2)

subgroup of that with the rotation group. We argued that this canbe done forany non-

Abelian gauge group, as any such group has anSU(2) subgroup. Therefore, our discussions

can open a new venue for building in
ationary models, closer to particle physics high energy

models, where non-Abelian gauge theories have a ubiquitous appearance.

The Yang-Mills theory cannot serve the job of building in
ationary models, and we have

to consider more complicated gauge theory actions. Among the obvious choices, we have

checked non-Abelian version of Born-Infeld action9 (with the symmetric trace prescription

[20]), which does not lead to a slow-roll dynamics within its space of parameters. We

have checkedF 4 terms which appear in one loop level e�ective gauge theory action. If we

parameterize suchF 4 terms as Tr(�F 4 + � (F 2)2), our analysis shows that it is possible to

get slow-roll in
ationary background for speci�c range of� and � parameters. With the

gauge groupSU(2), upon which we have mainly focused in this work, the Tr(F ^ F )2 that

we have considered here can be obtained from speci�c choices of� and � .

As discussed our motivation for considering a Tr(F ^ F )2 term was primarily providing

an explicit, simple realization of our gauge-
ation scenario which can lead to a satisfactory

slow-roll in
ation; in this work we were not concerned with explicit derivation or embedding

of this term from particle physics models. At technical level this happens because the

dependence of this term on the background metricg�� appears only through detg and as a

result the contribution of this term to the energy-momentum of the backfground will take the

form of a perfect 
uid with P = � � equation of state, perfectly suited for driving an almost

de Sitter expansion. It is, however, important to study appearance of this� -term through a

rigorous quantum gauge �eld theory analysis and in particle physics settings. From particle

physics model building viewpoint, aT r(F ^ F )2 type term can be argued for, considering

axions in a non-Abelian gauge theory [21] and recalling the axion-gauge �eld interaction

term L axion � '
� Tr F ^ F . Then, integrating out the massive axion �eld' leads to an action

9 For an analysis of non-Abelian Born-In
ed theory within the FRW cos mology see [19].
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of the form we have considered. If we adopt this point of view our� parameter is then related

to the cuto� scale � as �
384 � � � 4 [21], and hence leading to � � 10� 4Mpl � 1014 GeV.

In order for this proposal to work, some points should be checked: recalling that H . 1013

GeV, � � 10H . For this one loop e�ective action description to make sense it is crucial

that the cuto� � becomes larger than H , because only axion con�gurations with subhorizon

momenta (k & H ) will contribute to (quantum) loop corrections. The superhorizonmodes,

as in any quantum �eld theory on (almost) de Sitter background, are frozen and have become

classical, and hence do not contribute to quantum corrections. Itis also crucial that we are

in a perturbative regime of the gauge theory withg � 10� 3. Therefore, we need not worry

about complications of dealing with a con�ning (non-Abelian) gauge theory. In our case,

we are in a weakly coupled regime where the theory is in decon�ned phase. We also remark

that, as argued, during slow-roll in
ation regime the contribution of the � -term to the energy

density of the gauge �eld con�guration should dominate over that of the Yang-Mills part.

In order for the mechanism for generation of the� -term sketched above to work, one should

argue how the other possible higher-order terms, atF 4 level and higher loops (leading to

higher powers ofF in the e�ective action), are suppressed compared to the� -term. These

issues will be discussed in a later publication.

Another interesting feature of our gauge-
ation model is its naturalness; that demanding

to have a successful in
ationary model compatible with the current data leads to parameters

which are within their natural range: the Hubble during in
ation H is of order 101 GeV,

and cuto� scale of the theory � � 1014 � 1015 GeV which are natural within the (SUSY)

GUT models. Moreover, as is required by the consistency of the theory H is less than cuto�

� (by one order of magnitude). The other parameter of the theory, the gauge coupling

g � 10� 3 � 10� 4, although a bit lower than the value expected for the coupling at the

gauge uni�cation scale, is also in a natural range. The �eld value i and its displacement

during in
ation  i �  f , are both of order 10� 2Mpl , well within the sub-Planckian regime.

Therefore, as discussed, the arguments of standard single �eld in
ationary models and the

Lyth bound [18] do not apply to our model and we do not face the super-Planckian �eld

problem, which is a generic feature of large-�eld in
ation models, such as chaotic in
ation,

causing concerns about the validity of using classical Einstein gravity. We also note that the

energy density during in
ation 3H 2M 2
pl � (2 � 1015 GeV)4, is the same order as the SUSY

GUT scale.
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Our other motivation for studying the gauge-
ation scenario, which is at least in spirit

close to beyond standard particle physics model settings, was to provide a setup to address

cosmological questions after in
ation. As we discussed and is also seen from the phase

diagram in Fig. 1, after the slow-roll ends we enter a phase where the dynamics of the e�ective

in
aton �eld, and gauge �elds in general, is governed by the Yang-Millsterm. The e�ective

in
aton  starts an oscillatory phase and through standard (p)reheating arguments,e.g. see

[13], it can lose its energy to the gauge �elds. If we have an embeddingof our gauge-
ation

scenario into beyond standard models, the energy of these gauge�elds will then naturally

be transferred to all the other standard model particles via standard gauge interactions.

Therefore, our gauge-
ation provides a natural setting for building (p)reheating models, to

which we hope to return in future works.
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Appendix A: second-order action

After a tedious but straightforward calculation, which is also con�rmed by the Maple

codes, the total action to second-order in perturbations is

� 2 Stot =
Z

a3d4x
�

3
2

�
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�g 2� 4

a4

� _Q2
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�

�
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Note that the above action is computed �xing the Newtonian gaugeE = B = 0. The �eld

equations ofM and ~M reduce to (V.39). On the other hand, using the constraint (V.39),the

�eld equation of Q is equal to the energy conservation equation (V.38). The �eld equation

of 	 is identical to (V.37) plus the �eld equation of Q, while the �eld equation of � is equal

to (V.36).

Appendix B: Short review of constraint structure in cosmic perturbation theory

Consider thescalar sector of metric perturbations (V.1), parameterized as

ds2 = � (1 + 2A)dt2 + a2 ((1 � 2C)� ij + 2@ij E) dxi dxj ; (B.1)
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where@i denotes partial derivative respect tox i . For multi-scalar �eld in
ationary models,

minimally coupled to gravity, generally we have

�� =
X

I

�
_' I (� _' I � A _' I ) + V;I �' I

�
;

�P =
X

I

�
_' I (� _' I � A _' I ) � V;I �' I

�
; (B.2)

�q = �
X

I

_' I �' I ;

� s = 0;

where V;I is equal to @V
@'I

and for simplicity we chose the Newtonian gauge (E = B = 0).

Also, the gravitational �eld equations are as below, two constraints

�q + 2( _C + HC ) = 0 ; (B.3)

�� � 3H�q + 2
k2

a2
C = 0; (B.4)

a2� S = C � A; (B.5)

and a dynamical equation

�P + � _q+ 3H�q + ( � 0 + P0)C = 0: (B.6)

Since in all the scalar driven modelsa2� S is identically zero, for this systems we have

C = A: (B.7)

From the combination of (B.2), (B.3) and (B.6), we obtain
X

I

�
•' I + 3H _' I + VI

�
= 0; (B.8)

which is a summation of the background �eld equations

8' I : •' I + 3H _' I + VI = 0; (B.9)

That is, (B.3) is not an independent equation and only the constraint(B.4) and the dy-

namical equation (B.6) are independent among the Einstein equations. At last in these

models, the complete set of the equations consists of constraint (B.4), and n �eld equations

of �' I . This makes it possible to decompose each arbitrary �eld perturbation into an adia-

batic (curvature) perturbation along the in
aton trajectory an d n � 1 entropy (isocurvature)

perturbations orthogonal to the in
aton in �eld space [14].
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In contrast to the multi-scalar �eld models, gauge-
ation has three independent gravita-

tional �eld equations: three constraints (B.3)-(B.5), and a dynamical equation (B.6) as well

as the gauge �eld constraint (D �
@L

@Fa
� 0

= 0) for �ve unknowns. In fact, since in gauge-
ation

we have a non-Abelian gauge �eld and not simply some scalar �elds, thestandard approach

for dealing with multi-scalar �elds is not applicable even in the study of scalar sector of

gauge-
ation perturbation theory.
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