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ABSTRACT: We discuss non-minimal quadratic inflation in supersymmetric (SUSY) and
non-SUSY models which entails a linear coupling of the inflaton to gravity. Imposing a lower
bound on the parameter cr, involved in the coupling between the inflaton and the Ricci
scalar curvature, inflation can be attained even for subplanckian values of the inflaton while
the corresponding effective theory respects the perturbative unitarity up to the Planck scale.
Working in the non-SUSY context we also consider radiative corrections to the inflationary
potential due to a possible coupling of the inflaton to bosons or fermions. We find ranges
of the parameters, depending mildly on the renormalization scale, with adjustable values of
the spectral index ng, tensor-to-scalar ratio r ~ (2 — 4) - 1073, and an inflaton mass close
to 3- 10" GeV. In the SUSY framework we employ two gauge singlet chiral superfields, a
logarithmic Kéahler potential including all the allowed terms up to fourth order in powers of
the various fields, and determine uniquely the superpotential by applying a continuous R
and a global U(1) symmetry. When the Kahler manifold exhibits a no-scale-type symmetry,
the model predicts ng >~ 0.963 and r ~ 0.004. Beyond no-scale SUGRA, ng and r depend
crucially on the coefficient involved in the fourth order term, which mixes the inflaton with
the accompanying non-inflaton field in the Kéahler potential, and the prefactor encountered in
it. Increasing slightly the latter above (—3), an efficient enhancement of the resulting r can
be achieved putting it in the observable range. The inflaton mass in the last case is confined
in the range (5 —9) - 10'3 GeV.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The simplest model [1] oEhaotic inflation(Cl) based on a quadratic potential predicts a (scalar)
spectral index:s ~ 0.963 (in good agreement with WMAP [2] anBlanck [3] measurements) and
a tensor-to-scalar ratip, a canonical measure of primordial gravity waves, close.t6 or so. The
BiCEP2 results [4] announced earlier this year, purporting tcetfawvind gravity waves from inflation
(r ~ 0.16) provided a huge boost for this class of models [5-9]. Howesexious doubts regarding the
BiCEP2 results have appeared in the literature [10,11] that agellarelated to the inadequate treatment
of the impact on their analysis of the dust background. feunttore, very recently, thelanckHFI 353
GHz dust polarization data [12] has been released and thefiesnpts to make a joint analysis of
Planckand BcEP2 data have been presented [11, 13] concluding that the giad@! is disfavored
at more than 9% confidence levek.l.). Indeed, it is conceivable that most, if not the wholeg B2
polarization signal may be caused by the dust.

Be that as it may, it was shown several years ago [14] that drgtia (or quartic) potential can,
at best, function as an approximation within a more realistilationary cosmology. The end of Cl is
followed by a reheating phase which is implemented througiplings involving the inflaton and some



additional suitably selected fields. The presence of thédii@anal couplings can significantly modify,
throughradiative correctiongRCs), the tree level inflationary potential. For instance, fauadratic
potential supplemented by a coupling of the inflation fieldday, right-handed neutrinos,can be
reduced to values close #6005 [5] or so, at the cost of a (less efficient) reductiomgfthough. In this
paper we briefly review this idea taking into account the mécefinements of Ref. [15], according to
which an unavoidable dependence of the results on the retiaation scale arises.

Another mechanism for reducingat an acceptable level within models of quadratic Cl is thin
duction of a strong, linear non-minimal coupling of the itdlato gravity [16,17]. The aforementioned
mechanism, that we mainly pursue here, can be applied eitttiein a supersymmetri¢susy) [16]
or anon-SUSY [17] framework. The resulting inflationaryrsmeo, namedhon-minimal Cl(nmi), be-
longs to a class of universal “attractor” models [18], in @ehan appropriate choice of the non-minimal
coupling to gravity suitably flattens the inflationary pdtah such that- is heavily reduced but stays
close to the currently preferred value @b6. However, in generiSupergravity(SUGRA) settings, a
mild tuning is needed [19] respecting the coefficiepé involved in the fourth order term that mixes
the inflaton with the accompanying non-inflaton field in theh#€r potential.

In this work we reexamine the realization of nMI based on thadyatic potential implementing
the following improvements:

e Asregards the non-SUSY case, we also consider RCs to théetrelgotential which arise due
to Yukawa interactions of the inflaton — cf. Ref. [20, 21]. Wew that the presence of RCs
can affect then, values of nMI — in contrast to minimal Cl, where RCs influencghtn, and
r. For subplanckian values of the inflaton field, thoughremains well suppressed and may
be observable only in the next generation of experimenth agscCOrE+ [22], PIXIE [23] and
LiteBIRD [24] which may bring the sensitivity down t 3.

e As regards the SUSY case, following Ref. [25], we generdlimeembedding of the model in
SUGRA allowing for a variation of the numerical prefactorceantered in the adopted Kahler
potential. We show that (i) the tuning éf;e can be totally avoided in the case of no-scale
SUGRA which uniquely predicta; ~ 0.963 andr ~ 0.004; (ii) beyond no-scale SUGRA,
increasing slightly the prefact@r-3) encountered in the adopted Kahler potential and adjusting
appropriatelyksq, an efficient enhancement of the resultindor anyng, can be achieved which
will be tasted in the near future [26, 27].

We finally show that, in both of the above cases, utaviolet (UV) cut-off scale [28, 29] of the theory
can be identified with the Planck scale and, thus, concegerdag the naturalness of this kind of
nMI can be safely evaded. It is worth emphasizing that thie feature of these models was recently
noticed in Ref. [30] and was not recognized in the origingdgra [16, 17].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2, we describe ¢émergc formulation of CI with
a quadratic potential and a non-minimal coupling to gravitihe emergent non-SUSY and SUSY
inflationary models are analyzed in Secs. 3 and 4 respectivehe UV behavior of these models
is analyzed in Sec. 5 and our conclusions are summarizeddnéSdn Appendix A we outline the
implementation of nMI by the imaginary part of the inflatorpstfield adopting a shift-symmetric
logarithmic Kahler potential. Throughout the text, thendpol , x as subscript denotes derivatiaith
respect to(w.r.t) the fieldy (e.g., ,, = 9%/9x?); charge conjugation is denoted by a star, and we use
units where the reduced Planck scalg = 2.43 - 10'® GeV is set equal to unity.



2. INFLATON NON -MINIMALLY COUPLED TO GRAVITY

We consider below an inflationay sector coupled non-mirym@ gravity within a non-SUSY
(Sec. 2.1) or a SUSY (Sec. 2.2) framework. Based on this ftation, we then derive the inflationary
observables and impose the relevant observational camstia Sec. 2.3.

2.1 NON-SUSY FRAMEWORK

In the Jordan frame(JF) the action of an inflatog with potentialV (¢) non-minimally coupled
to the Ricci scalaiR through a coupling functiorfz (¢) has the form:

/d4x\/_ <——f7g72 + f—Kg”"autbaV(b — Vero + ﬁint> ; (2.1)

whereg is the determinant of the background Friedmann-Robe/galker metric,g*”. We allow also
for a kinetic mixing through the functioffix (¢) and a part of the langrangiat,,; which is responsible
for the interaction ofp with a bosony and a fermiony, i.e.,

Line = 50x8*C + 9y 22)

By performing a conformal transformation [17] accordingatbich we define th&instein frame
(EF) metric

\/\/?:f%\/__g and §“V :g'uy/fR (2 3)
R = (R+30In fr + 39" 0, frdfr/2f2) [ fr '

whereO = (—g)_l/2 Ju (v/—90*) and hat is used to denote quantities defined in the EF, we d& wr
S in the EF as follows:

S — / dian/— <——R+ ~ G 0,00,6 — f/cm+Eim> . (2.4)

a/w = ng/u/ = {

The EF canonically normalized field, the EF potentialJc;, and the interaction Langrangiafiy,
turn out to be:

~\ 2
d 3 2 N Vi 5 L
(a) (—(b) _poiKy 2 (M) . ® Voo = % and @ L= (25)

do r Ir R Iz

Taking into account thag = fgmx, J = f;’/‘lw = J = f;’/‘lqﬁ [31], and that the masses of
these particles during Cl are heavy enough such that thendepee offz on ¢ does not influence
their dynamics,fint can be written as
< gx¢ A2 (23 ~
£1nt 2fR X \/f_ T;Z) T;Z) (26)
From Eqg. (2.5) we infer that convenient choices/ot and fr assist us to obtaiﬁfm suitable for
observationally consistent Cl. Focusing on quadratic @lfatiowing Ref. [17, 18], we select

1
@ Ve = §m2¢2 ©) fr(¢)=1+cred and() frx=1 (2.7)

wherem is the renormalized mass of the inflaton. legr>> 1 we observe that a sufficiently ﬂg’bm
through Eq. (2.b) can be obtained which may decreasfrom its value in (minimal) quadratic CI.
On the other hand, theacuum expectation valyee.v) of ¢ is (¢) = 0, and the validity of ordinary
Einstein gravity is guaranteed sin¢gz) = 1.



2.2 SUGRA FRRAMEWORK

A convenient implementation of nMI in SUGRA is achieved bymoying two singlet superfields,
ie.,z% = ®,5, with ® (« = 1) andS (o« = 2) being the inflaton and a “stabilized” field respectively.
The EF action foe*'s within SUGRA [32] can be written as

=( 15 N s
S = /d4x\/ -9 (—572 + Kaﬁ-g“”ﬁuzo‘&,z*ﬁ — V> ) (2.8)

where the summation is taken over the scalar fieftlsK 5 = K ,._.; With KPOK o\ = 55, gis
the determinant of the EF metri,,,, R is the EF Ricci scalar curvaturg, is the EF F-term SUGRA
scalar potential which can be extracted once the supermtéin and the Kahler potentiak’ have
been selected, by applying the standard formula

V = (KPRoF5 — 3[W[2), where Fo = Wa + K oWV, (2.8)

Note that D-term contributions t6 do not exist since we consider gauge singhes.
A quadratic potential fof in this setting can be realized if we adopt the following sppéential

W =mSdo. (2.9)

To protect the form of¥/ from higher order terms we impose two symmetries: FirstiyRasymmetry
under whichS and ® have charges andO0 respectively, which ensures the linearity 16f w.r.t S;
secondly, a global/ (1) symmetry with assigned charged and1 for S and® respectively. To verify
thatW leads to the desired quadratic potential we present the Sld8ty Vsygy of V', which is

Vsusy = m? (|®* +|S)?) . (2.101)

Note that the complex scalar component®andS superfields are denoted by the same symbol. From
Eqg. (2.1@), we can easily conclude that férstabilized to zerolsysy becomes quadratic w.r.t to the
real (or imaginary) part ob. The SUSY vacuum lies at

(S) = (®) = 0. (2.10)

The construction of Eq. (2.1) can be obtained within SUGRAvé perform the inverse of the
conformal transformation described in Eqg. (2.3) with

fr=-9/3(1+n), (2.11)
and specify the following relation betwedfi and(?,
—Q/3(1+n) = KB o K — _3(14n)In (—=Q/3(1 +n)) . (2.12)

Heren is a dimensionless (small in our approach) parameter whigimtifies the deviation from the
standard set-up [32]. Following Ref. [25] we arrive at thikofwing action

QA A"
(1+n)3

QR < ~ nQaQB

s= [atv=a (g (%~ T

agu B _
60 1) >8uz6z

- V> . (2.13)



whereV = Q2V/9(1 + n)? is the JF potential andl,, is [32] the purely bosonic part of the on-shell
value of the auxiliary field

A, = —i(1+n) (Qa0,2% — Q50,2*%) /20 (2.14)

It is clear from Eq. (2.13) tha$ exhibits non-minimal couplings of the®'s to R. However,(2 also
enters the kinetic terms of th€"’s. To separate the two contributions we sflitnto two parts

~Q/3(1+n) = Qu(®) + Q" (@%) — O (|02, |SP) /3(1 + n), (2.1%)
whereQk is a dimensionless real function including the kinetic tefior thez*’s and takes the form
Qx (|22 [S°) = kns|®* +1S)* — 2 (ks|S|* + ko |®[* + ksa|S[*|@]?) | (2.1%)

with coefficientskys, kg, ks andkgg Of order unity. The fourth order term faf is included to cure
the problem of a tachyonic instability occurring along tHisection [32], and the remaining terms
of the same order are considered for consistency — the faofd are added just for convenience.
Alternative solutions to the aforementioned problem oftdyonic instability are recently identified
in Ref. [33,34]. On the other hanfy in Eq. (2.1%) is a dimensionless holomorphic function which,
for Oy > Qk, represents the non-minimal coupling to gravity — note faj is independent of2y
sinceQHzaz*g = (. To obtain a situation similar to Eq. (2.7), we adopt

1 CR
Qu=-+—0 2.1%

which respects the imposdtisymmetry but explicitly break& (1) during nMI. Furthermore, assuming
that the phase ab, arg®, is stabilized to zero, the select@g at the SUSY vacuum, Eq. (2.8)) reads

—(Q)/3(L+n) =1, (2.16)

which ensures a recovery of conventional Einstein graditheend of nMI.

When the dynamics of the®’s is dominated only by the real modyk“|, or if z¢ = 0 for
a # 1[32], we can obtaind,, = 0 in Eqg. (2.13). The choice # 0, although not standard, is perfectly
consistent with the idea of nMI. Indeed, the only differemoeurring forn # 0 — compared to the
n = 0 case — is that the“’s do not have canonical kinetic terms in the JF due to the fgoportional
to Q.05 # d,5. This fact does not cause any problem since the canonicalalation of® keeps
its strong dependence e included inQ)y, whereasS becomes heavy enough during nMI and so it
does not affect the dynamics — see Sec. 4.1.

In conclusion, through Eg. (2.12) the resulting Kahlergooial is

ISP+ Ens|®P | ks|St + ka|®|* + ksa|S|? |9
3(1+n) 3(1+n) '

CR *
K =-3(1+n)In <1+—\/§ (@ 4 *)
(2.17)

We setkns = 1 throughout, except for the case of no-scale SUGRA whichfinée as follows:
n=0, kys=0 and ksp = ko =0. (2.18)

This arrangement, inspired by the early models of soft SUBW%AkKing [35, 36], corresponds to the
Kahler manifoldSU (2,1)/SU(2) x U(1)g with constant curvature equal te2/3. In practice, these
choices highly simplify the realization of nMlI, thus renohgy it more predictive thanks to a lower
number of the remaining free parameters.



2.3 INFLATIONARY OBSERVABLES — CONSTRAINTS

The analysis of nMI can be carried out exclusively in the Eirgishe standard slow-roll approx-
imation keeping in mind the dependenceq?obn ¢ — given by Eqg. (2.5) in both the SUSY and non-
SUSY set-up. Working this way, in the following we outline anmber of observational requirements
with which any successful inflationary scenario must be catibfe — see, e.g., Ref. [37].

2.3.1. The number of e-foIdsZ,V*, that the scalé, = 0.05/Mpc experiences during Cl,
L T T
N, :[ dp ==L = 722 49, (2.19)
oft VCL$ oft VCI#)

must be enough to resolve the horizon and flatness problestartdard big bang, i.e., [3, 39]

- Vor(g)V? 1 1 fr(o.)
Ny~ 6174+ 2 4 Ty, + = In - 2.20
. Ver(op)t/3 3 T2 fr(en) B (.20

whereVCI is the radiatively corrected EF potential presented in S€c[Sec. 4.1] for the non-SUSY
[SUSY] scenario. Also, we assume here that nMI is followetlirm by a decaying-inflaton, radiation
and matter dominatioriy, is the reheat temperature after nhl, [qAS*] is the value ofp [qAS] whenk,
crosses outside the inflationary horizon, am@gf] is the value ofp [ngb] at the end of nMI. The latter can
be found, in the slow-roll approximation for the models adaged in this paper, from the condition

max{e(¢r), [7(or)} = 1, (2.21a)

where the slow-roll parameters can be calculated as follows

~

2 ~ 2 =5 ~ ~
1 (Vs 1 (Vi Varzs 1 (Vi Vore J
o= ( CW’) ( EW) and fj=—=2 = ( Suee e —’¢> . (2.21)

2\ Vo 272\ Vg Ver I3\ Vo Var J

It is worth mentioning that in our approach we calculafe self-consistently WitH7c1 andT,y,, and

do not let it vary within the intervab0 — 60 as often done in the literature — see e.g. Ref. [3,5]. Our
estimation forlV, in Eg. (2.20) takes into account the transition from the JERG- see Ref. [17] —and
the assumption that nMI is followed in turn by a decayingtphe, radiation and matter domination
— for details see Ref. [38]. During the first period, we addm@ $o-called [39] canonical reheating
scenario with an effective equation-of-state parametger= 0. This value corresponds precisely to the
eqguation-of-state parametar, for a quadratic potential. In the nMI case we expect thatill deviate
slightly from this value. However, this effect is quite rigidle since for lowg values the inflationary
potential can be well approximated by a quadratic potentsde Sec. 5 below.

2.3.2. The amplitudeA; of the power spectrum of the curvature perturbation geadrhy ¢ at the
pivot scalek, must be consistent with data [3]:

‘? (;5*)3/2 |J(¢*)| ‘?CI(QS*)S/Z —
VA= Yale) < ~ 46851079, (2.22)
2V37 |V 3(4)] 237 [Vorg(eu))|

where we assume that no other contributions to the observedtare perturbation exists.



2.3.3. The (scalar) spectral indexs, its running,as, and the scalar-to-tensor rationust be in agree-
ment with the fitting of the data [3] withCDM model, i.e.,

@ ns=0.9603 £0.0146, (b) — 0.0314 < as < 0.0046 and (c) r < 0.1 at95%. (2.23)

In Eqg. (2.23) we conservatively take into account the recent analysg&s1f3] which combine the
BICEP2 results [4] with the polarized foreground maps releaseBlbpck|[12]. These observables are
estimated through the relations:

@ ns= 1—66 + 20, () as= 2 (47> — (ns —1)?) /3 — 26, and () r =166, (2.24)
Wheregz ‘7’0
at(b - (b*.

2.3.4. To avoid corrections from quantum gravity and any destzddilon of our inflationary scenario
due to higher order terms — e.g. in Eq. (2.7) or Eq. (.15 we impose two additional theoretical
constraints on our models — keeping in mind thgt(¢r) < Vor(¢x):

I,q?VCL &%/ V2% = Vi .6/ Ver J?+27€ and the variables with subscripare evaluated

@ Ver(é)/* <1 and () ¢, < 1. (2.25)

As we show in Sec. 5, the UV cutoff of our modelligp, and so concerns regarding the validity of the
effective theory are entirely eliminated.

3. NON-SUSY INFLATION

Focusing first on the non-SUSY case, we extract the inflatjopatential in Sec. 3.1. Then, to
better appreciate the importance of the non-minimal cagpio gravity for our scenario, we start the
presentation of our results with a brief revision of the cabere the inflaton is minimally coupled to
gravity in Sec. 3.2. We extend our analysis to the more ralevase of nMl in Sec. 3.3.

3.1 INFLATIONARY POTENTIAL

The tree-level EF inflationary potential of our model, foundplugging Eq. (2.7) into Eq. (203,
can be supplemented by the one-loop RCs computed in EF wdthigh of the standard formula of
Ref. [40] — cf. Ref. [20]. To this end, we determine the pdetimasses as functions of the background
field ¢ — see Eq. (2.6). Our result is

o~ ~92 9 2 12

ATy = 64% (mi m% — 4 m%) | with 72 = 9}2 and M2 = %”0—2- 3.1)
HereA is the renormalization scale and we assume that the onrahasBes of andi are much ligther
than the effective ones. Note that the only difference froenftat space case [14, 15] is the presence of
the conformal factoyfz in the denominators of the masses. We verify that these masséeavier than
the Hubble parameta’ﬁm = (‘7@10/3)1/2 during CI. On the other hand, the massfaf much lower
than Hcr and thus, its contribution to Eq. (3.1) can be safely negbcEor numerical manipulations
we find it convenient to write the one-loop corrected infladiy potential as

-~ ~ ~ m2¢? o} g5 — 49},
_ AV = 14kl here k==X _~¢ 3.2
Ver = Ve + AVer 272 ( + kln \/f_RA> , Where k=~ 5 5 (3.2)



expresses [15] the inflaton interaction strength. FollgwRef. [15] we assume that far> 0 [+ < 0],
we haveg, < g, [9y < g¢], and thusg,, or g, can be absorbed by redefinidg Since there is no
information, from particle physics about physical quaesit- such as masses and coupling constants —
which would assist us to determideuniquely, we consider it as a free parameter and discussvbelo
the unavoidable dependence of the inflationary predictionis.

At the end of Cl,¢ settles in its v.e.\{¢) = 0 and the EF (canonically normalized) inflaton,

56 = (J)d¢ with (J) ~ /1 +3c% /2, (3.3)
acquires mass which is given by

~

. /
Msp = <VCIO’$$>1 g m/(J). (3.4)

The decay o@ is processed not only through the decay channel originétorg the term in Eqg. (2.6)
which is proportional tay,,, but also through the spontaneously arisen interactionshndre propor-
tional to (fr 4) = cr [41]. The relevant lagrangian which describes these delcagrels reads

~ el ST~ . CRM . cRMg
Lac = GypMspdd Y 1p + g, Msydd Xz’ where g, = % + §<J>¢ = R7% (3.5)

are dimensionless couplings andg,, the mass of), is set equal tans4/10 for numerical applications.
As it turns out,g,, dominates the computation 9f, for all relevant cases. These interactions give rise
to the following decay rates ofp

~ @i ~ g2
Ty, = 2mss, and Ty, = =X 3.6

which can ensure the reheating of the universe with temyeraglculated by the formula [42]:

72 \Y* = ~ ~ o~
Ty, =~ (Eng*) \/I's¢, where I'sy =Ty, +T'y (3.7)

and we sety, = 106.75 for the relativistic degrees of freedom assuming the darspectrum of
Standard Model. Summarizing, the proposed inflationarpate depends on the parameters:

m, cr, k and A.

Following common practice [15], we consider below two ogivalues which makeSIA/CI vanish for

¢:¢*Or¢:¢f-

3.2 MINIMAL COUPLING TO GRAVITY

This case can be studied if we s8¢ = 1 and fx = 1, resulting inJ = 1, in the formulae of
Secs. 2.1, 3.1, and 2.3 — hatted and unhatted quantitiedeargdal in this regime. In our investigation
we first extract some analytic expressions — see Sec. 3.2.tiechwvassist us to interpret the exact
numerical results presented in Sec. 3.2.2.



3.2.1 ANALYTIC REsuLTs. The slow-roll parameters can be calculated by applying EQ1f) with
results

(3.8)

2
1 (24 Kk¢? +4k¢?In § and 2+ Trp? + 12r¢% In £
€ = — = .
¢+ K3 In 2 ! ¢ + kA ln £
Numerically we verify thaip; does not decline by much from its value fer= 0, i.e., ¢y ~ /2.

Hiding the A dependence, which turns out to be not so significant, Eq9)¥iglds for the number of
e-foldings experienced frorh, during ClI

11+ kg2 (2 v

Note that the above formulae are valid for both signg afthough we concentrate below on negative
x values which assist us in the reduction-ofThe normalization of Eq. (2.22) imposes the condition

me? 2my/6 45> Nk (1 + k)
VA ———————— = m TN .
2v/67(2 + Kp?) e2fNe(1+ k) —1

(3.10)

In the limit x — 0, the expressions in Egs. (3.9) and (3.10) reduce to the spwneling ones — see
Egs. (A.9) and (A.10) with/ = 1 — that we obtain within the simplest quadratic Cl. Upon subst
tution of Egs. (3.8) and (3.9) into Eq. (2.24) we may compbteibflationary observables. Namely,
Eq. (2.24) yields

(3.1%)

ng~1-—

2 )4k — 38K N, /3 + (1/6 — 12N7)x? for A = ¢,
N, 2(2 — )k — 4 (11 + 31.(7 + 21,)) k2N, /3 for A = ¢¢

wherel, = In2N, and an expansion fat < 1 has been performed. Needless to say, the optimal
scaleA = ¢, or ¢ yields AVer(¢,) = 0 or AVer(¢p) = 0 respectively forfr = 1 — see Eq. (3.2).
Similarly, from Eqg. (2.28) we get

o2 2k /N, + 1282 /3 + 98k3 N, /3 for A = ¢, (3.11)
*T N2 2(1 — 20,)k/Ny — 4(29 + 31, (15 + 41,))x?/3 for A = ¢ '
while Eq. (2.24) implies
oo 8 )24k 104k N, /3 4+ 325 N7 for A = ¢, (3.1%)
N, 8(3 + 4l )k + 8(25 — 1212)k?N, /3 for A = ¢¢ '

From the expressions above we infer that a negatiean reduce- and, less efficientlyps and |ag|
below their values for = 0.

3.2.2 NUMERICAL REsuLTs. These conclusions are verified numerically in Table 1 wher@rgsent
results compatible with Egs. (2.20), (2.22), (223 and (2.25), takingAIA/CI £ 0 andA = ¢, (cases

A and B), orA = ¢; (cases A and B’) — note that Eq. (225cannot be satisfied. We observe that by
adjusting|x| we can succeed to diminishbelow its value in quadratic Cl without RCs but not a lot
lower than its maximal allowed value in Eq. (2c23Indeed, the lowest obtained i€.054. Moreover,

this reduction causes a reductionr@fwhich acquires its lowest allowed value in cases A and A — see
Eg. (2.23). The dependence of the results &rcan be inferred by comparing the sets of parameters



CASES A B C D A B’ 0% D’ E F
INPUT PARAMETERS
O« 14.1 14.65 | 1 0.1 13.2 14.2 1 0.1 1 0.1
CR 0 0 77 760 0 0 76 730 76 760
—£/0.01 0.34 0.1 0.17 65 0.07 0.03 0.025 10.5 0 0
OUTPUT PARAMETERS

AVor(¢y) =0 AVor(¢r) =0 AVor =0
gy/0.01 0.13 0.11 1.72 23 0.09  0.08 1.06 13.9 0
m/1073 0.0048 0.006 | 1.15 10 0.005 0.006 | 1 9.5 1.2 12
¢¢/0.1 14.5 14.2 0.15 0.015 || 14.1 14.1 0.15 0.015 || 0.15 | 0.015
]V* 54.5 54.7 54.7 544 54.5 54.8 54.4 54.6 54.5
a* 14.1 14.65 | 0 —-2.8 || 13.2 14.2 0 -28 || O —-2.8
$f 1.45 1.42 —-5.1 =79 | 141 1.41 -51 =79 | —=5.1| =79
ns/0.1 9.46 9.6 9.6 9.46 9.46 9.6 9.6 9.46 9.64
—as/107% || 2.6 6.1 3.8 —25 2.2 5.8 4.8 0.4 6.5
r/0.1 0.7 1.2 0.03 0.03 054 1 0.03  0.025 0.04
ﬁ15¢/10*6 4.8 6 122 11.2 5 6 12.2 10.6 12.8
Tn/107% || 19.8 182 | 436 564 | 146 139 |27 35 0.065

TaBLE 1! Input and output parameters, compatible with Eqs. (2.2022), (2.23, b) and (2.25), for minimal
(cases A, B, A’ and B’) and non-minimal (cases C, D, C’ and DFf)a@d two choices o\. For reference, we
also display results for nMI in the absence of RCs (columif3.E,

in the primed and unprimed columns. Note that the refereatgevofn, is fixed in every couple of
columns —i.e.0.946 in cases A and A’ an@.96 in cases B and B’. Tha-dependence of the results is
imprinted mainly on the values a&f which are considerably lower fox = ¢;. From the definition of
gy in Eq. (3.2), though, we infer that this-dependence becomes milder as reggydsalues. Since
J =1, we also notice thaf = ¢ andmsg = m roughly equal to its value;.8 - 1079, for k = 0.

In conclusion, the consideration of RCs arising from theptiog of the inflaton to fermions can
reconcile somehow? Cl with data. However, the violation of Eq. (225and theA-dependence are
two severe shortcomings of this mechanism.

3.3 NON-MINIMAL COUPLING TO GRAVITY

If we employ the linear non-minimal coupling to gravity segted in Eq. (28) with cz > 1, we
can follow the same steps as in Sec. 3.2 — see Secs. 3.3.1%xhdElow.

3.3.1 ANALYTIC RESULTS.

31
=35

From Egs. (2.5) and (2.8}, we find

4+ 5¢*(2 + cro) + 266%(2 + cré) In 7E—
V3fr (2 + k2 In Af;R)

€=

, (3.12)
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and
8 + 6(16r6 + cr (k¢ (15 + derd) — 4)) — 25¢%(8 + crd(7 + 2cr6)) In 197

3f72z (2 +r¢?In Agb}in)

i=2 (3.12)

The expressions above reduce to the well known ones [17018] + 0. We can, also, verify that the
formulas for¢s, N, ande, found there [17,19] give rather accurate results even wigho, i.e.,

N, ~3crde/4 = ¢, ~4N,/3cr < ¢r ~2/v/3cr, (3.13)
ando, can be subplanckian — see Eq. (&P5 if we confine ourselves to the regime
cr 2 4N, /3 ~ 77 for N, ~ 54. (3.14)

However,ngb may be transplanckian since integrating Eq. {2if view of Eq. (3.12) and employing
then Eq. (3.13) we extract

- by ~ /3/2In(4N, /3cR)
¢=1+/3/2In¢p = {af:mm(z/\/gcn) , (3.15)

whose the absolute value is greater than unitydog€ 0.4. Nonetheless, Eq. (2.8bis enough to
protect our scheme from higher order terms. Eq. @.26es not restrict the parameters.
The relation betweem andcr implied by Eq. (2.22), neglecting thte dependence, becomes

My 21/ As(27¢% + 16/{]@3)
VA > 5 = m — .
27(4 4+ KP2(2 + cry)) 9c¢x N,

Plugging Egs. (3.18), (3.12) and (3.13) into Eq. (2.24) and expanding &g > 1, we arrive at

(3.16)

2 128 kN2 2 416 kN, 12 128 kN,
Nng ~ 1— =+ —SRT*énS, ag ~ ——=- — —6%50157 and r ~ — + —8%57’, (317&)
N, 27 5 N2 27 cp N2 9 5
where theA-dependence is encodeddng, das anddr which are given by
1 1 1 Ver(h,) =
Sng = ., Sag = - and &r ~ _ for JAVai(9) 0, (3.17)
1-1, 1—101,/13 1 -2, AVer(¢) =0

wherel, = —In(1+2/v/3)N,. Since thes-dependent correction is proportional & for n, and just
to N, for as andr, we expect thak # 0 has a larger impact on, and relatively minor o andr.

3.3.2 NUMERICAL REsuLTs. To emphasize further the salient features of the preseneimag ar-
range some representative numerical values of its parasnéi#illing all the requirements of Sec. 2.3,
in columns C, D, C’, D', E and F of Table 1. More specifically,dalumns E and F we display the
predictions of the model if we switch off the RCs, taking aytinvalue. We easily recognize that the
outputs of this model coincide with those of nMI with quantiotential and quadrati¢z — see e.qg.
Ref. [3, 20]. Therefore, these are in excellent agreemetti thve current observational data as regards
ns, Whereas- is sufficiently low. If we switch on the RCs and keep equal to its values in columns
E and F, we note the followingt)(as anticipated in Eq. (3.4}, adjusting< we can reduces whereas

11
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FiIGUurRE 1: Allowed regions (hatched) compatible with Eqs. (2.20)282, (2.23) and (2.25) in the. — « plane
for AVer(é«) = 0 (a) or AV (¢¢) = 0 (b). The conventions adopted for the various lines are alsaisho

the resultingr remains close to its “universal” value in cases E andifthe resulting|as| is a little
lower except for case D — the result is consistent with oumege in Eq. (3.14); (iii)) the extracted
m, or, qAS*, $f andmg, are close to the corresponding ones in cases E or F. Comgagngsults of
columns C, D, C' and D’ with those of A, B, B’ and B’ we notice tha the (former) cases with
cr # 0: (i) inflationary solutions consistent with Eq. (2u8}%re possible;ii) m required by Eqg. (2.22)
is at most three orders of magnitude larger whereas Eq. y&H#ls i, only one order of magnitude
larger; (i) the resultingg,, is larger butl,, is lower; (v) the resulting- is almost one order of magni-
tude smaller;\) the A-dependence is generally milder. In both cases (minimalramdminimal CI),
however, the: value needed to obtain the samevalue is lower forAVe(¢s) = 0.

Varying m andx we specify in Fig. 1 the available parameter space from thetcaints of Sec. 2.3
of the model forA such thatAVe(¢,) = 0 (a) or AVcr(eér) = 0 (b). The conventions adopted for
the various lines are also shown. In particular, the dastieddashed] lines correspondiig = 0.975
[ns = 0.946], whereas the solid lines are obtained by fixing= 0.96 — see Eq. (2.23). Along the
thin linesg, (x > 0) or gy, (v < 0) saturate their perturbative limit af4r ~ 3.54. Obviously, for
AXA/CI(@) =0 [AVGI(@) = (] the allowed region is extended to roughly larger [lowed. Focusing
onng ~ 0.96 with ¢, ~ (0.003 — 1) or |¢,| ~ (0 — 7) andN, ~ (54.4 — 54.8) we find

0.017 < gy < 3.5, 0.011 Sm/0.1 <24 and 77 S ep S 1.6-10% for AVcr(¢y) =0, (3.18)
0.010 < gy $ 3.5, 0.010 Sm /0.1 <35 and 77 < er S 2.5-10% for AVor(¢r) = 0. (3.1&)

In both cases ~ 0.003 and s, ~ 1.2 - 107°. Letting ns vary within the range of Eq. (2.23 we
obtainr ~ (2.4 — 4.5) - 1073 andiss ~ (1 — 1.4) - 1077,

Recapitulating this section, we could conclude that thesgumee of a large linear non-minimal
coupling to gravity by itself or in conjunction with RCs inglinflationary potential leads to acceptable
results for the observables obtained in the context of a3ld8Y quadratic inflationary model. The
resultingr, though, is well below the sensitivity of the present expemts [4, 12].
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4. INFLATION IN SUGRA

In this section we move on to the analysis of our SUGRA rettna of nMI. Namely, in Sec. 4.1
we extract the inflationary potential for amy and we then present our results for the two radically
different cases: taking = 0 in Sec. 4.2 ana < 0 in Sec. 4.3.

4.1 INFLATIONARY POTENTIAL

The (tree level) inflationary potentidl?gm, is obtained by applying Eq. (Zgfor z* = &5 and
W, K given in Egs. (2.9) and (2.17). If we expreBsand.S according to the standard parametrization

d= ¢pe?/vV/2 and S = (s+1i5)/V2, (4.1)
and confine ourselves along the inflationary track, i.e., for
0=s=5=0, (4.2)
we find that the only surviving term is
2 2
17010217(0:82520):eKKSS*|VV75|2:2;;;%, (4.3)
where we take into account that
e = £ and K55 = fr/ fso. (4.3)
Calculatingfr and fs¢ through the expressions
fr=1+cro— W and fso = Qg5+ =1 —ksa9, (4.%)
and plugging them into Eq. (4} we find thaﬂ7010 takes the form
242 2,2 2 1 —3n
Ve = 2f:; %r?m = ?fsi (1+ )T ~ 22:%- (4.4)
The corresponding EF Hubble parameter is
Her = VA2 V3 ~ mo™2 )\ /6 fsacy 2. (4.5)

Given thatfse < fr with cg > 1, ‘A/cm in Eq. (4.3) is roughly proportional ta@—3". Besides the
inflationary plateau which emerges for= 0 and was studied in Ref. [16], a chaotic-type potential
(bounded from below) is also generated fox 0.

The kinetic terms for the various scalars in Eq. & .6an be brought into the following form

_ 1 =2 =2 1 Y =2
Kog2*3 = <¢ +0 ) +3 <32 +3 > . (4.6)

Here the dot denotes derivation w.r.t the JF cosmic time hadhatted fields read

% =+ Koo =J =~ 3(\/1772;;71), é\: JO¢ and (§,§) = \/ng*(S,E), (4.60)
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FIELDS EINGESTATES MASSESSQUARED

1 real scalar 0 Ag ~m C’R(2 + 371)@53/3(1 + ) 3(1+n) ~ 4H2
M2 = m2¢ (4 — cre (12n + cr(2 — 9n? — 24ks(1 4+ n)) ¢
+24cZ kg (1 +n)$?)) /6(1 + n)eg ol T
2 Wey! spi Dy — betis ~ m2(2 — ) (2+3n)
yl spinors| ¢4 = mij ~ m?(2 — 3crnp)?/6(1 + n)ch

2 real scalars 55

TABLE 2. Mass spectrum along the trajectory in Eq. (4.2).

whereKgss+ = fsao/fr ~ 1/cr¢ — cf. Eq. (4.3). The spinors)e andyg associated witty and ®

are normalized similarly, i.ezZS =+ Kgs:1g andzZq> = v/ Kgpo1)p. Integrating the first equation in
Eg. (4.%), we can identify the EF field as

=30+ n)2lng = ¢=eV2BUNG 4.7)

and derivel/oyo as a function of;Ab, ie.
VCIO ~ ’I’)’L e —4/6/(14n) n¢/2f 2+3n (48)

From the last expression we can easily infer that,fo# 0, 17010 declines away from the so-called
a-attractor models [43] which are tied to deviations from¢haventional {3) coefficient of the loga-
rithm in the Kahler potential, and the resulting inflationpotential has the forri (1—e~V2/3(1+1)¢)2,
The stability of the configuration in Eq. (4.2) can be checkgdverifying the validity of the
conditions
oV

— =0 and m2. >0 with xy*=46,s,5. (4.%)
8Xa X

Eq. (4.2)

Hereﬁzia are the eigenvalues of the mass matrix with elements

9%V

M2
aB — 8)?0‘8555

with x“ =46,s,5, (4.%)
Eq. (4.2)

and hat denotes the EF canonically normalized fields. Upagoadialization ofM2B in Eq. (4.9) we
can construct the scalar mass spectrum of the theory alendjrigction in Eq. (4.2). Taking the limits
ke — 0,kse¢ — 0 andkns — 0, we find the expressions of the relevant masses squaredgada
in Table 2, which approach rather well the quite lengthy,cexxpressions taken into account in our
numerical computation. As usual — cf. Ref. [25, 44] — the cidygerous eignestate EIEB is m?2
which can become positive and heavy enough by conveniesligtingks > 0 — see Secs. 4.2.2 and
4.3.2. Besides the stability requirement in Eq. &.9rom the derived spectrum we can numerically
verify that the various masses remain greater tﬁaﬁ during the last0 e-foldings of nMI, and so
any inflationary perturbations of the fields other than tH&aian are safely eliminated. Due to the
large effective masses théats ands in Eq. (4.9) acquire during Cl, they enter a phase of oscillations
about zero with decreasing amplitude. As a consequence) tlependence in their normalization —
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FIGurRe 2: Inflationary potentiaI(A/CI (light gray, black and gray line) as a function ¢ffor ¢ > 0, n =
0,—1/30,—1/20, m = 0.0013,0.03,0.18 andkss ~ 0.0031, —0.0052, —0.0045. Values corresponding b,
andgy are also depicted.

see Eq. (4.6 — does not affect their dynamics. Moreover, we can obséraethe fermionic (4) and
bosonic (4) degrees of freedom are equal — here we take intmatthat& is not perturbed.

Inserting the derived mass spectrum in the well-known Caleieinberg formula [40], we find
that the one-loop corrected inflationary potential is

9 9 ~2

1701 = ‘7010 + AVCI with AVCI = 64% (’f)\lg In % +2miin % — 415\13& In %) , (4.10)
whereA is a renormalization group mass scale andm, = ms are defined in Eq. (44) andm,,
are the mass eigenvalues which correspond to the fermiemzatiayesﬁjE ~ ($5i$¢)/ﬂ. Following
the strategy adopted in Sec. 3, we determirsy requiringAVCI(qﬁ*) =0or A‘/}CI((bf) = 0. Contrary
to that case, though, we ignore here possible contributionsV from couplings of the inflaton to
the lighter degrees of freedom for two main reasons. Fimgsd couplings are model dependent —
i.e. they could be non-renormalizable (and so suppressedynd, in the SUSY framework there are
almost identical contributions t.a17@1 from bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom which cancel
each other out — see Ref. [44]. As a consequence, the podsipémdence of our results on the choice
of A can be totally avoided if we confine ourselveskip ~ 0.5 forn = 0 orkg ~ 0.1 forn < 0
resulting toA ~ (2 — 3) - 10** GeV andA ~ (2 — 9) - 10> GeV respectively — see Secs. 4.2.2 and
4.3.2. Under these circumstances, our results can be exajuseproduced by usin@’cm.

The structure oi7c1 as a function ofp for variousn’s is displayed in Fig. 2, where we depﬁ’@l
versuseg imposing¢, = 1. The selected values o, ks andn, shown in Fig. 2, yieldhs = 0.96
andr = 0.0048,0.047,0.11 for increasing|n|'s — light gray, black and gray line. The corresponding
cr values arg0.77,7.8,38.5) - 102. We remark that a gap of about one order of magnitude emerges
betweenVcro (¢, ) for |n| of order0.01 andn = 0 thanks to the largem andc, values; actually, in the
former casef/é{gl(qs*) approaches the SUSY grand-unification scal2; 10~3, which is imperative —
see, e.g., Ref. [46] — for achievingof order(.1. We also observe thé?fcm close togp = ¢, forn < 0
acquires a steeper slope which is expected to have an imiprahvatinge — see Sec. 4.3 — and, via
Eq. (2.24), onr.
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4.2 n = 0 CASE

We focus first on the form of Kahler potential induced by Ef1¢) withn = 0. Our analysis
in Sec. 4.2.1 presents some approximate expressions wswt as to interpret the numerical results
exhibited in Sec. 4.2.2.

4.2.1 ANALYTIC REsuLTs. Upon substitution of Egs. (4.4) and (8)6nto Eq. (2.2b), we can extract
the slow-roll parameters during the inflationary stage. Rignwe find

41 2\ - 8—dero(l — 2ks9¢*(5 + cr9))
et <@ t hsoo ) and 7= e L @)

It can be numerically verified that,, ¢¢ and N, do not decline a lot from their values fége = 0.
Therefore, Eq. (3.14) stabilizes our scheme against higiter terms if)y — see Eq. (2.15 — despite
the fact that Eq. (3.15) yieldg > 1 even for¢, < 1. Also, Eq. (3.13) can serve for our estimates
below. In particular, replacin@’cm from Eq. (4.4) andb, from Eq. (3.13) in EqQ. (2.22) we obtain

moy\/1 — ksad? 9 <o\ 27/ Ag
VA, = = m = (27¢% + 64kgp N3 ) VL5 4.12
8(m + crksomd?) " ( R + O3se *) Nicr *.12)

which is quite similar to Eq. (3.16) obtained in the non-SU&%e. Inserting Eq. (3.13) into Egs. (4.11)
and (2.24) and expanding fef, > 1, we extract the following expressions for the observables

2 256 kgo N2 2 640 kgoN. 12 512 kgaN.
Ng ~1— — _sq; L aS:—T——Sq;* and r ~ — + — sq; . (4.13)
; 27 g N2 27 ¢ N2 9 5

As in the case of Eq. (3.4}, the emergent depedence of the observableksgnis stronger forng,
since it goes av2/c%, and weaker for, andr, since they go asV, /c%. This depedence does not
exist within no-scale SUGRA sindg;¢ vanishes by definition — see Eq. (2.18).

4.2.2 NUMERICAL REsuLTs. The present inflationary scenario depends on the parameters
m, Cr, ks, kscp, kcp and T - (414)

Our results are essentially independentgfvalues, provided thafi? > 0 for every allowedn and

cr — see Table 2. The same is also valid kar since the contribution from the second termfig,

Eg. (4.2), is overshadowed by the strong enough first term includigg> 1. We therefore set
ks = ke = 0.5. Since we do not specify the interaction of the inflaton tolitiet degrees of freedom,
T,y is a free parameter. We choosg, = 4.1 - 10~'% which is a typical value encountered in similar
settings — cf. Ref. [16, 44, 45]. Besides these values, imanrerical code, we use as input parameters
cr, kse andg,. For every choseng, we restrictm and¢, so that Egs. (2.20), (2.22) and (2.25) are
satisfied. In addition, by adjusting;e we can achieve, values in the range of Eq. (2.23). Our results
are displayed in Fig. 8) [Fig. 34b)], where we delineate the hatched regions allowed by theeabov
restrictions in then — cg [m — kse] plane. We follow the conventions adopted for the thick dire
Fig. 1. Along the solid thin line, which provides the lowerdmal for the regions presented in Fig. 3,
the constraint of Eq. (2.2% is saturated. At the other end, the allowed regions tertaialong the faint
dashed line whergsg| = 3, since we expedtss values of order unity to be natural.
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Ficure 3. Allowed regions (hatched) compatible with Egs. (2.20)28, (2.23) and (2.25) in the, — cr (a)
andm — kge (b) plane forn = 0 andks = ke = 0.5. The conventions adopted for the various lines are shown
in panela).

From Fig. 3ta) we see thaty remains almost proportional te and for constanin, cr in-
creases as; decreases. From Fig. By we note thatkge takes natural (order unity) values for
1.94 < m/0.01 < 7.80r6 = ¢,/0.1 = 0.15. For lowerm or larger¢, values some degree of
tuning (~ 0.01) is needed sincégg is confined close to zero fot;, = 0.96, whereas for largem
or lower ¢, values,kgg Starts increasing sharply beyond unity. More explicitlyt #; = 0.96 and
N, ~ 52, taking ¢, = (0.01 — 1) or |¢,| = (0 — 8.6), we find:

77 <er <1.5-10° with 0.49 <m/0.01 <11.7 and 0.0031 < |kse| < 3. (4.15)

For this range of values, we obtai8 < |as|/107* < 8.2 andr ~ 3.8 - 1072 which lie within the
ranges of Eq. (2.23). On the other hand, the results withisaabe SUGRA are much more robust
since thekgsgs (and kg) dependence collapses — see Eq. (2.18). Indeed, no-sc&@®RAredicts

ns ~ 0.964, as = —6.5 - 10~% andr = 4 - 1072 identically with the non-SUSY case — see columns
E and F of Table 1. The same results would have been achidwee had considered as a nilpotent
superfield [34] since the stabilization tefifi|* would have been absent in Eq. (2.17) and so all the
fourth order terms could be avoided.

4.3 n < 0CASE
Following the strategy of the previous section, we presahdvi first some analytic results in

Sec. 4.3.1, which provides a taste of the numerical findinbgéed in Sec. 4.3.2.

4.3.1 ANALYTIC REsuLTSs. Plugging Egs. (4.4) and (4pinto Eq. (2.2b), we obtain the following

approximate expressions for the slow-roll parameters

(2 = 3crnd + crksa (2 + 3n)<;33)2
3(1+n)f2f2s

(4.162)

€=

and
8 —2cRr¢(2+4 15n — 2kse (10¢? + 2crksa (2 — 6n)¢3)
K 31+ n) /32

(4.16)
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Taking the limit of the expressions above fose ~ 0, we can analytically solve the condition in
Eq. (2.2B) w.r.t ¢. The results are
2 8

= and = . 4.17
o1 \/g(\/gn +V1+n)er G2 (2 + 15n + /28 + 84n + 81n?)cr ( )
The termination of nMI mostly occurs &t = ¢y because we mainly geét s > ¢o.
Given thatps < ¢, we can estimatév, through Eqg. (2.19),
N Ing, (2 In(2 — N
N*:§(1+n)<n¢ _ (24 3n)In(2 = Scrné )>- (4.18)
2 2 6n

Neglecting the first term in the last equality and solvingtwag, we get an indicative value faf,

bx = (2—ey) /3ncr, with e, = e~ AnN./(L+n)(2+3n) (4.1&)

Although a radically different dependence @f on N, arises — cf. Eqg. (3.13) ¢, can again remain
subplanckian for largey s fulfilling Eq. (2.2%). Indeed,

<1 = cr>(12—¢€,)/3n. (4.1&)

As in the previous cases — see Secs. 3.3 and 4.23Jce:rresponding tap, and ¢¢ turn out to be
transplanckian, since plugging Egs. (4l8nd (4.17) into Eq. (4.7) we find

~ 31 +n) [N, ~  [3(1+n) 2/V/3
Oy 5 <(1 )@+ 3n) In 3|n|cR> and ¢f ~ 5 In (\/gn e ,

(4.19)
which give@*\ ~ (0.5—4) and@f] ~ (7.7—13.4) forn = —(0.03—0.05) —in rather good agreement
with the numerical results which yieldf*] ~ (0 — 3.8) and identical results qugf]. Despite this fact,
our construction remains stable since the dangerous hlder terms are exclusively expressed as
functions of the initial fieldP, and remain harmless fob| < 1.

Upon substitution of Eq. (4.13 into Eq. (2.22) we end up with

. 4\/A_57T(1 +(2- en)/Bn)?’"/2(27n3€nc% — ksa(2 + 3n)(e, — 2)3)_ (4.20)

3nv1+n(e, — 2)\/971%32 — ksa(en, —2)?
We remark thatn remains almost proportional tg, — cf. Eq. (4.12) — but it also depends both/gs
andn. Inserting Eg. (4.18) into Eqgs. (4.16) and (4.16), then employing Eq. (2.23 and expanding
for cgp > 1, we find

_ _ _ 93
e —1- 2n8 de, + 3n(4 + en(e, —2)) 8kso(2+3n)(en —2)° (4.213)
(14+n)(e, —3n — 2)2 27n%(1 4+ n)(e, — 3n — 2)c%
Following the same steps, from Eq. (2c24ve find
3n2e2 (en — 2)%e
=16 L — 4k " = : 4.2
" <(1+n)(en—3n—2)2 S‘I’gn(1+n)(en—3n—2)c%> (4.21)

From the above expressions we see that primawily~ 0 and secondarily: < 0 help to reduceis
below unity and sizably increage On the other hand, the dependence oh ks is rather weak since
the dominant contribution originates from the first termjahhs independent dfss andcr, whereas
the correction from the second term is suppressed by ansevswer ofc%. On the contrary, the
depedence ofi; on ks < 0 is somehow stronger since the presence391>> 1 in the denominator
of the second term is accompanied by the faetbr 1, which compensates for the reduction of the
corresponding contribution.
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4.3.2 NUMERICAL REsuLTs. Besides the free parameters shown in Eq. (4.14) we alsorhesrdch
is constrained to negative values. Using the reasoningamad in Sec. 4.2.2 we sét = 0.5 and
Ty, = 4.1-10719. On the other handj? can become positive withg lower than the value used in
Sec. 4.2.2 since positive contributions from< 0 arises here — see Table 2. Moreoverkif takes
a value of order unityn? grows more efficiently than in the case with= 0, rendering thereby the
RCs in Eq. (4.10) sizeable for very large values ¢ 10°). To avoid such dependence of the model
predictions on the RCs, we use values to lower than those used in Sec. 4.2.2. Thus, wesset0.1
throughout. As in the previous case, Egs. (2.20), (2.22)(ar#gh) assist us to restriet (or cg > 1)
and¢,. By adjustingn andkgg we can achieve not only, as andr values in the range of Eq. (2.23)
but alsor values in the observable region.01 — 0.1).

Confronting the parameters with Egs. (2.20), (2.22), (2.BBand (2.25) we depict the allowed

(hatched) regions in thev — cg, m — kss, m — r andm — ag planes forn = —1/30 (light gray
lines and horizontally hatched regions),= —1/25 (black lines and horizontally hatched regions),
n = —1/20 (gray lines and vertically hatched regions) in Fig#-(b), (c) and (d) respectively. In

the horizontally hatched regionsis compatible with Eq. (2.23, whereas in the vertically hatched
regionr overpasses slightly this bound fer > 0.946. Note that the conventions adopted for the
various lines are identical with those used in Fig. 3 — ilee, dashed, solid (thick) and dot-dashed
lines correspond ta; = 0.975,0.96 and0.946 respectively, whereas along the thin (solid) lines the
constraint of Eq. (2.2 is saturated. The bourj@ss| = 3 limits the various regions at the other end
along the thin dashed line

From Fig. 4¢a) we remark thatz remains almost proportional ta but the dependence diye
is weaker than that shown in Fig.(8- Also, as|n| increases, the allowed areas are displaced to larger
m andcg values in agreement with Eq. (4d8- cf. Fig. 3. Similarly, the allowedgss values move
to the right for increasingn values and fixedhs as shown in Fig. 4e). Indeed, if we increaser,
Eg. (4.23) dictates an increase @&fg in order to keemg constant. This effect deviates somewhat
from our findings in the similar settings of Ref. [25]. Finalfrom Fig. 44c) and(d) we conclude that
employing|n| 2 0.01, » andag increase w.r.t their values far = 0 — see results below Eq. (4.15). As
a consequence, far = —0.033 and—0.04, r enters the observable region. An increaseéven larger
than the present bound in Eq. (2c28 also possible. On the other hamd,although one order larger
than its value fom = 0 remains sufficiently low; it is thus consistent with the figiof data with the
standard\CDM model —see Eq. (2.23). As anticipated below Eq. (4)2he resulting- values depend
only on the inputh andkgg (Or ng), and are independent of (or cz). The same behavior is also true
for ag. It is worth noticing that a decrease bfgs below zero is imperative in order to simultaneous
fulfill Egs. (2.23%) and ¢€). Indeed, had we increased the prefadteB) in Eq. (2.17) by eliminating
the fourth order terms — by assuming, e.g., thias a nilpotent superfield [34] — the enhancement of
would be accompanied with an increaseipfvhich would have become incompatible with Eq. (223

More explicitly, forns = 0.96 and N, ~ 51.7 we find:

0.78 < er/10% <18 with 0.03 <m <0.71 and 0.005 < —kse <3 (n = —0.033); (4.22)
1.45 < er/10% < 34 with 0.06 <m <1.47 and 0.002 < —kse S 3 (n=—0.04); (4.2%)
3.85 < er/10% <107 with 0.18 <m <4.64 and 0.0045 < —kge <3 (n = —0.05). (4.2%)

In these regionsp, ranges fron to about0.04 and the remaining observables are
Qg

n
=3.6,4,4.5 for ——— =33,4 4.23
0,001 3.6,4,4.5 3.3,4,5 ( )

0.01

r
— =0.46,0.68,1.1 and
0.1 ’ ’
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FIGURE 4. Allowed regions (hatched) compatible with Eqgs. (2.20)2822, (2.23, b) and (2.25) in then — cr
(@), m — ksa (b), m —r (c), m — as (d) plane forks = 0.1, kg = 0.5 andn = —0.033 (light gray lines and
hatched regions), = —0.04 (black lines and hatched regions),= —0.05 (gray lines and hatched regions).
The conventions adopted for the type and color of the valiiaes are shown in pané).

respectively. As in the similar model of Ref. [25], the ohsdile » values above are achieved with
subplanckiany values. Note that this requirement sets strict upper bound @6, 47] — e.g., in
the case of SUSY hybrid inflation [48] we have< 0.01. However, in our present set-up,does
not coincide with the EF inflatonzg, which remains transplanckian and close to the values shown
Eq. (4.19). Thus, our results do not contradict the Lyth labj4®], which applies t(zB.

Taking advantage of the independence ohm andcg, highlighted in Fig. 4¢), we can delineate
the allowed region of our model usingas a free parameter. More specifically, fixingandng, we
can varyn below zero to obtain a continuous variation of the derivedrhis way we construct the
(hatched) regions allowed by all the constraints of SecirRtBe (—n) — r plane — see Fig. ). We
see that confiningn| in the range(0.01 — 0.05) comfortably assures observablie/alues for anyns
in the range of Eq. (2.23. We use the same shape code for the the various thick linesFg. 3
and 4, whereas along the thin line here Eq. (2028 saturated. In Fig. %) we display the allowed
regions in the(—n) — (—kss) plane for¢, = 0.1 (upper island) and (lower island). In all, for
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Ficure 5: Allowed regions (hatched) compatible with Eqs. (2.20R822, (2.23, b, c) and (2.25) in thé—n)—r
plane &) and(—n) — (—ksq) plane forg, = 0.1 and1 (b). In both panels we séts = 0.1 andks = 0.5. The
conventions adopted for the various lines are shown in gapel

ns = 0.96,r = (0.01 — 0.1) andN, ~ 51.7 we take:

1.32 < 16_(7;2 <31 with 0.03<m/0.1 <1.4 and 1.2 < —kge/0.001 < 4.6 (¢, = 1); (4.240)

1.32 < % <31 with 0.03<m <1.42 and 3.4 < —kge/0.1 S4.6 (¢, =0.1); (4.2%)
From these results we infer thiai¢ takes more natural (order one) values for lowewalues. In fact,
from Eq. (4.18) we deduce thab, decreases as; increases and Eg. (4.2)lentails an augmentation
of kgg in order theng value to be kept unchanged.

5. EFFECTIVE CUT-OFF SCALE

An outstanding trademark of nMI with linear coupling to gtgvs that it is unitarity-safe, despite
the fact that its implementation with subplanckiarvalues — see Egs. (3.14) and (418 requires
relatively largecr values. To show that this fact — first noticed in Ref. [30] —atid/for all our models
we extract below the UV cut-off scald,yy, expanding the action in Eq. (2.1) in the JF —see Sec. 5.1 —
or this in Eq. (2.4) in the EF — see Sec. 5.2. Although the esipais about¢) = 0, presented below,
are not valid [29] during nMI, we consider thig;y extracted this way as the overall cut-off scale of
the theory, since the reheating phase — realized via dsmillaabout(¢) — is an unavoidable stage of
the inflationary dynamics.

5.1 JORDAN FRAME COMPUTATION

Thanks to the special dependencefgfon ¢ there is no interaction between the excitationpof
about(¢p) = 0, ¢, and the gravitonh** which can jeopardize the validity of perturbative unitarit
Indeed, expanding,,,, about the flat spacetime metrjg,, and the inflatorp about its v.e.v,

G = Nuw +hy @nd ¢ =0+4d¢, (5.1)
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and retaining only the terms with two derivatives of the &ttbns, the part of the lagrangian corre-
sponding to the two first terms in the right-hand side of Egi)fakes the form [25, 29]
(fr) 1

0L = =2 Fon (W) + 5 (Fk)0u000" 66 + %FR ((fn,¢>5¢ + %(fﬁ,qswécbz)

1 - 1. —
= _gFEH (R + 5@6@56“6@5, (5.22)
wherelk = 1 for the non-SUSY case arfd; = kns +3nc§2/2 for our SUGRA scenaria; the functions

Frn andF are given in Ref. [25]ﬁ,u, andd¢ are the JF canonically normalized fields defined by the
relations

55 =\ [%) 56 and hy, = /T by + 22056 with fr = Fifr + o f3,. (5.2
(fr) (fr) 2

where (fr) = 1 and (fr) = Fk + 3c%/2. Since fr 44 vanishes in the non-SUSY regime — see
Eg. (2.5) — and is independent ar; in our SUSY scenario — see Eq. (3-, no interactio¢?h
with h = hj, appears — cf. Ref. [25, 28, 29] — and so the theory does notdiageroblem with the
perturbative unitarity.

5.2 EINSTEIN FRAME COMPUTATION

Alternatively, Ayy can be determined in EF, following the systematic approddked. [30]. We
concentrate here on the SUGRA version of our model. Thetrsuhe non-SUSY case can be easily
recovered fom = 0 andkys = 1. Note, in passing, that the EF (canonically normalizedpiofh, in
the SUGRA version is

56 = (1)6g with (J) = /3(1+n)c% /2 + ks (5.3)

and it acquires mass given by Eq. (3.4). Comparing Eq. (5i®) E&qg. (3.3), we infer that the results
are identical with the non-SUSY case only for the no-sca@nado. Making use of Eq. (4.12), we
find Mss = 1.3 - 1077 for the no-scale SUGRA case. Beyond no-scale SUGRA with 0, replacing
m in Eq. (3.4) from Eq. (4.12), we find that;, inherits fromm a mild dependence okss. E.Q.,
for n = 0 andn, in the range of Eq. (2.23 we find1.2 < /1075 < 1.5 with the lower [upper]
value corresponding to the lower [upper] boundrrin Eq. (2.23). For the same,, whenn < 0 and
r = (0.01 — 0.1) we get, using Eq. (4.20}, < 7i5,/1075 < 4 independently of the, value.

The fact tha@ does not coincide with¢ — contrary to the standard Higgs nMI [28,29] — ensures
that our models are valid up tfp — from now on we restore the presenceldf in the formulas. To
show it, we write the EF actiofi in Eq. (2.&) along the path of Eq. (4.2) as follows

S = /d4x\/—§ <—%7€ + % J2? — Ve + - - > : (5.4a)

where the ellipsis represents terms irrelevant for ounyesl/ and Vero are given by Egs. (49 and
(4.4) respectively. Expanding?¢? about(¢) = 0 in terms ofd¢ in Eq. (5.3) we arrive at the following
result,

o (o2 28, 2 b 8 8w & \g?
B VitnV3Mp  (I+n)MZ 3(1+n)32V3M:  9(1+n)2 M} '
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On the other hand/cyo in Eq. (4.4) can be expanded abdu} as follows
_ m25g V2(2 + 3n) 36 56 [28+9n(2+n)dd
Vo= g5 |1l - —F—m—=r + 2+ 3n) s —\ s F—"7g + |
3(1+n)cs V31 +n) Mp Mz 3 3Vl+n Mg
(5.4)
From the expressions above, Egs. §»dnd (5.4), we can infer that\yyv = Mp.

6. CONCLUSIONS

Inspired by the recently releas@tianckresults [12] on the dust polarization data which appear to
refute the original interpretation [4] of thei®E P2 data in terms of ~ (0.16 — 0.2), we have explored
gquadratic Cl accompanied by a strong enough linear nonamaincoupling fz > 1 of the inflaton to
gravity. Imposing a lower bound af involved in fr, we succeeded to realize nMI for subplanck-
ian values of the inflaton, stabilizing thereby our predics from possible higher order corrections.
Moreover, in all cases, the corresponding effective théowalid up to the Planck scale.

In the non-SUSY context we investigated ramifications toitliteally proposed scenario [17] due
to the presence of RCs generated by the coupling of the inflatonatter. We showed that the RCs
can affect the results am, but notr which remains at the presently unobservable level.rkee 0.96
the model favors fermionic coupling of the inflaton with sigéh in the rang€0.01 — 3.5) and predicts
r ~ 0.003 andnse ~ 3 - 1013 GeV.

In the SUSY framework, we considered a superpotential whlimear term including two chiral
superfields, which leads to the quadratic potential and eamnijuely determined by imposing @&h
symmetry and a globdl (1) symmetry. On the other hand, we extended our analysis in[R&ffby
considering a quite generic form of logarithmic Kahlerguatal. Namely, the prefactor multiplying the
logarithm was formulated gs-3)(1 + n), and all possible terms up to the fourth order in powers of the
various fields were considered apart from the one neededr#otlea tachyonic instability, occurring
along the direction of the accompanying non-inflaton fielée Eq. (2.17).

In the case of no-scale SUGRA, thanks to the underlying syinese the inflaton is not mixed
with the accompanying non-inflaton field in the Kahler pditan As a consequence, the model predicts
ns ~ 0.963, as ~ —0.00065 andr ~ 0.004, in excellent agreement with the currd?ianckdata, and
Mse ~ 3-1013 GeV. Beyond no-scale SUGRA, far= 0, we showed that, spans the entire allowed
range in Eq. (2.28 by conveniently adjusting the coefficiehs. In addition, forn ~ —(0.01—0.05),

r becomes accessible to the ongoing measurements with ibggkgnall as. In this last case a mild
tuning of ks to values of ordef.1 is adequate so that the one-loop RCs remain subdominant:gnd
is confined to the rang@ — 9) - 10'3 GeV.

To conclude, the presence of a strong linear non-minimapliog of the inflation to gravity can
comfortably rescue Cl based on the quadratic potential ih thee non-SUSY and the SUSY context.
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APPENDIX A
IMAGINARY QUADRATIC |NFLATION

The Kahler potential used in the no-scale version of ourehedee Egs. (2.17) and (2.18) — exclu-
sively depends on the combination
F, =9+ o", (A1)

which enjoys a shift symmetry w.r.t the inflaton superfi@ldaccording to which
b — &+ ic, (A.2)

wherec is a real number — cf. Ref. [7]. Consequently, a tantalizingsgion, which should be addressed
is whether Cl can be realized though the imaginary pagt,as advocated in Ref. [8] for the Starobin-
sky model — for another approach to the same problem see ®efld be more specific, we check

below if the combination of the superpotential in Eq. (2.%whe following Kahler potential

2 L F2 9 2Fs I 2F2 _ 4
K=-31+n)h <1+C—RFS— [SI” + ko Py + 2ksa|SI°F, — kso|SIF — ks|S|
V2 3(1+mn)
supports inflationary solutions. To analyze this possihilive find it convenient to decompose the
fields into real and imaginary parts as follows

) , (A3)

d= (p+i¢)/V2 and S = (5+1is)/V2. (A.4)

Thanks to the shift symmetry in Eq. (A.2Y is independent o and the direction

p=s=5=0, (A.5)

is a good candidate inflationary trajectory. Along it we fihdtt) in Eq. (2.8), with W and K given
in Egs. (2.9) and (A.3), takes the form of the purely quadratitential, i.e.,

Ve =V (p=s=5=0) = %m%? (A.6)
The kinetic terms of the various scalars in Eq. £ .@&n be brought into the following form
K523 = % (252 +§2 +% (.’?2 §2> , (A.7a)
where the hatted fields are defined as
% =Kppe =J = \/21% +3(1+n)%/2, 6=J¢ and (5,3) = (s,5). (A.7b)

The corresponding hatted spinors are normalized simjlady zZS = g andzﬁb = Jvg. However,
the trajectory in Eq. (A.5) is not generally stable w.r.t thiection. This can be rectified if we impose
the condition:

ov

~

=Ll (2\/§k5<1> +(2+ 3n)cR) =0 = kso = —(2+3n)cr/2V2, (A.8)
99

Eq. (A5) 2
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FIELDS EINGESTATES MASSESSQUARED

1 real scalar p M2 = (m2(6(1 +n) + 12kse(1 + n)¢? + (2 + 3n)
(4ke +9(1 +n)*ck)¢?)) /6(1 +n)J?

2 real scalars 3, m2 =m?(1/J% 4+ (6ks(1 +n) — 1)¢?/3(1 + n))

N el

2tPs

2 Weyl spinors| ¢, = 7 My+ =m/J

-

TaBLE 3. Mass spectrum along the trajectory in Eq. (A.5).

which signals a serious tuning of the parameters. In othedsydhe term includings in Eq. (A.3)
is imperative for the validity of this inflationary set-upts lanalysis can be realized along the lines
of Sec. 2.3 using the corrected inflationary potential shawkqg. (4.10) if we employ the particle
spectrum displayed in Table 3. From there we note that, asewviqus cases, there is an instability
along thes and 3 directions which is avoided if we sét = 1. On the other handss = kso = 1
assures the positivity and heavinessﬁog. Moreover, positiven values assist us to obtain enough
e-foldings of CI consistently with Eq. (2.8b

Given that the RCs remain subdominant we can approach, greitésely, the inflationary dynam-
ics usingf/cm in Eq. (A.6). In particular, applying Eqgs. (2.21and (2.19) we find

~ N 2 2 o J2g2 2 /=
€(¢f):77(¢f)zjz—¢?zl :>¢f:§ and N*f:T(ZS = qs*:j\/i. (A.9)

From the last equality we see that Cl can be implemented wlilanckiang values forJ > 24/ N.,.
Taking into account the normalization in Eq. (2.22) and avyiplg Eqg. (A.9) we find

2 /

TNG ]V*

That is, contrary to the simplest quadratic @l,is not constant (for constarﬁ*) but proportional
to J. Upon substitution of the last expression in Eqg. (A.9) inth E2.24) we obtain the inflationary
observables

ne=1-2/N, ~0.962, as=-2/N2~71-10"* and r =8/N, ~0.15 (A.11)

for N, = 52.8 corresponding td};, = 4.1 - 107!, As regards the mass of the inflaton at the vacuum,
it can be obtained by inserting Egs. (A.6) and (#.into Eq. (3.4) with result

Mo = \/6As7 /N, ~6.7-1076 . (A.12)
[

Therefore, the model gives inflationary predictions ideadtiwith those of the pure quadratic Cl, al-
though with subplanckian inflaton values; thus, it is cheanltension with the recent data [11, 13].
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