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ABSTRACT: Supersymmetric versions of induced-gravity inflation awerfulated within Super-
gravity (SUGRA) employing two gauge singlet chiral supddie The proposed superpotential is
uniquely determined by applying a continuaRsand a discret&.; symmetry. We also employ a
logarithmic Kahler potential respecting the symmetriesvaband including all the allowed terms up
to fourth order in powers of the various fields. When the Kéhtanifold exhibits a no-scale-type
symmetry, the model predicts spectral index~ 0.963 and tensor-to-scalar~ 0.004. Beyond
no-scale SUGRApns and r depend crucially on the coefficiete involved in the fourth order
term, which mixes the inflato® with the accompanying non-inflaton superfigddn the Kahler
potential, and the prefactor encountered in it. Increaslightly the latter abové—3), an efficient
enhancement of the resultingcan be achieved putting it in the observable range favorethby
Planck and BCEP2/Keck Array results. In all cases, imposing a lower bound on the paramete
cRr, involved in the coupling between the inflaton and the Ria@lar curvature, inflation can be
attained for subplanckian values of the inflaton while theesponding effective theory respects the
perturbative unitarity.

Published in PoS CORFL2014, 156 (2015).

Proceedings of the Corfu Summer Institute 2014
3-21 September 2014
Corfu, Greece


http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.03731v2
mailto:cpallis@ific.uv.es

IGI in SUGRA Confronted wittPlanck 2015 & BICEP2/Keck Array C. PaLLis

1. INTRODUCTION

Induced-gravity inflation (IG1) [1] is a subclass of hon-minimal inflationary models in whio-
flation is driven in the presence of a non-minimal couplingdiion between the inflaton field and the
Ricci scalar curvature and the Planck mass is determineldebyituum expectation value (v.e.v) of the
inflaton at the end of the slow roll. As a consequence, |Gl nbt i3 attained even for subplanckian val-
ues of the inflaton — thanks to the strong enough aforemesdicoupling — but also the corresponding
effective theory remains valid up to the Planck scale [2i8}his talk we focus on the implementation
of IGI within Supergravity (SUGRA) [4, 5] revising and updating the findings of Ref. [4] in thght of
the recent joint analysis [6, 7] dflanck and Bcer2/Keck Array results.

Below, in Seci.2, we describe the generic formulation of IGBUGRA. The established in Set. 3
inflationary models are investigated in Sec. 4. Thewiolet (UV) behavior of these models is analyzed
in Sec:5. Our conclusions are summarized in $ec. 6. Thraughe text, the subscripty denotes
derivationwith respect to (w.r.t) the field x; charge conjugation is denoted by a star, and we use units
where the reduced Planck scalg = 2.435. 10'8 GeV is set equal to unity.

2. EMBEDDING IGI IN SUGRA

According to the scheme proposed in Ref. [4], the implentamtaof IGI in SUGRA requires at
least two singlet superfields, i.e? = ®,S, with ® (a = 1) andS (a = 2) being the inflaton and a
stabilized field respectively. The superpotentabf the model has the form

A

W="=5(Qu—-1/2) with Qu(®)=cr®+ 5 L%, (2.1)
CR =1

which is (i) invariant under the action of a glob#)} discrete symmetry, i.e.,
W— W for ® - —® and S— S (2.2)
and(ii) consistent with a continuoug symmetry under which
W= W for S — %S and Qq — Qu. (2.3)

Confining ourselves t® < 1 and assuming relatively low,’s we hereafter neglect the second term in
the definition ofQy in Eq. (2.1). TheSupersummetric (SUSY) F-term scalar potential obtained from
in Eq. (2.1) is

Ve =A%|Qn — 1/2] ek + A%|SQu 0/ ck, (2.4)

where the complex scalar componentsbaéindsS are denoted by the same symbol. From Eq: (2.4), we
find that the SUSY vacuum lies at the direction

(S)=0 and (Qu)=1/2, (2.5)

where we take into account that the phas@pbrg®, is stabilized to zero during and after 1GI.(My
is the holomorphic part of the frame functi@and dominates it, Eq; (2.5) assures a transition to the
conventional Einstein gravity realizing, thereby, theaiad induced gravity [1].
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To combine this idea with an inflationary setting we have tbngea suitable relation between
Q and the Kahler potentiak so as the scalar potential far away from the SUSY vacuum tatadm
inflationary solutions. To this end, we focus Bimstein frame (EF) action forz?’s within SUGRA [8]
which is written as

=( 14 3 o
S= /d4x\/ -9 <—§R—|—Ka5§wduza(9vz*ﬁ —V> , (2.6)

whereV is the F—term SUGRA scalar potential given below, summatdaken over the scalar fields
77, Kog =K a5 with KBO’Kay: 55, g is the determinant of the EF metrig,,. If we perform a
conformal transformation defining thlerdan frame (JF) metricg,,, through the relation

Hv 3(1+n) uv R= _3(1§-2-n) (R—Dan—l-?)guvaquvQ/ZQz)

2.7)

wheren is a dimensionless (small in our approach) parameter whielmtifies the deviation from the
standard set-up [8F is written in the JF as follows
QR Q0,Q0HQ 1

I _ _3 AU B
S—/dx\/_g<6(1+n)+ AT Dy Kapout o v) 2.8)

with V = Q2V /9(1+n)? being the JF potential in Eq; (2.4). If we specify the follogirelation
betweeQ andk,

—Q/3(14n) = K31 o K = _3(14n)In(—Q/3(1+n)), (2.9)
and employ the definition [8] of the purely bosonic part of timeshell value of the auxiliary field
Ay =i (KaOuz® — Kgduz'®) /6, (2.10)

we arrive at the following action

QR nQqQg > Qg oH
A= OR M08 N o gou g QT
S /d x\/_g<6(1+n)+<QaB (1+n)Q>‘?“Z ot v), 2.11)

wheres/, in Eq. (2.10) takes the form
Ay = —i(14n) (Quduz® — Qaduz'®) /2Q. (2.12)

It is clear from Eq.{2.11) tha$ exhibits non-minimal couplings of th¢’’s to R. However,Q also
enters the kinetic terms of th€’s. To separate the two contributions we sgliinto two parts

—Q/3(1+4n) = Qu(P) + Qu* (P*) — Qk (|P|?,]S[%) /3(L+n), (2.1%)
whereQy is a dimensionless real function including the kinetic tefior thez?’s and takes the form
Qx (|P|2,[S[?) = kns | P2+ S — 2 (ks[S|* + ko |P|* + kso|S|?|P[?) (2.1%)

with coefficientskys, ks, ko andkse Of order unity. The fourth order term fdf is included to cure
the problem of a tachyonic instability occurring along tHisection [8], and the remaining terms of
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the same order are considered for consistency — the fadt@rare added just for convenience. On the
other handQy in Eq. (2.13) is a dimensionless holomorphic function which, @y > Q, represents
the non-minimal coupling to gravity — note trﬁgﬁ is independent o2 sinceQ,, .._.; = 0. If arg®
is stabilized to zero, the@y = Q;f, and from Eqgs.,(2.11) and (2.4Bwe deduce that Eq. (2.5) recovers
the conventional term of the Einstein gravity at the SUSYuea implementing thereby the idea of
induced gravity. The choice# 0, although not standard, is perfectly consistent with #teup of non-
minimal inflation [8] since the only difference occurring o+ 0 is that thez”’s do not have canonical
kinetic terms in the JF due to the term proportionalXeQz # 6,5 in Eq. (2.11). This fact does not
cause any problem since the canonical normalizatioh kéeps its strong dependence@nwhereas
S becomes heavy enough during IGI and so it does not affectythandics — see Sec. B.1.

In conclusion, through Eaq. (2.9) the resulting Kéhler paggris

ISP ks PP ksIS|® o+ ko|P|F + ksol SI? P2
3(1+n) 31+ n)

K=—-3(1+n)In <cR (P%+ ©*?) ) . (219

We setkys = 1 throughout, except for the case of no-scale SUGRA whiclefindd as follows:
n=0, knys=0 and ksp = ko = 0. (2.15)

This arrangement, inspired by the early models of soft SURdking [2, 9], corresponds to the Kahler
manifold SU(2,1)/SU (2) x Ug(1) x Z, with constant curvature equal t62/3. In practice, these
choices highly simplify the realization of IGI, renderirtgriore predictive thanks to a lower number of
the remaining free parameters.

3. INFLATIONARY SET-UP

In this section we describe — in Séc.!3.1 — the derivation eirfationary potential of our model
and then —in Se¢. 3.2 — we exhibit a number of observatiordhtfzgoretical constraints imposed.

3.1 INFLATIONARY POTENTIAL

The EF F—term (tree level) SUGRA scalar potentiaencountered in Eq. (2.6), is obtained from
W andK in Egs. (2.1) and,(2.14) respectively by applying §&r= ®,S) the well-known formula

V=K <K“§DO,WDZ;W* —3W[) with DgW =W.a+K.aW. (3.1)
Along the inflationary track determined by the constraints
S=®_—*=0,0r s=5=6=0 (3.2)
if we expressb andS according to the standard parametrization
®=@?/VvV2 and S= (s+is5)/V2, (3.3)
the only surviving term in Eq (3.1) is

4 fso fg ™"

(3.4)

)
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Here we take into account that
K= 12T and K% = fr/ fso, (3.5)
where the functiongk and fse are defined along the direction in E¢. (3.2) as follows:

Q 2 kns¢® — koo

o= =3@y =Y " et

and fso = Q55+ = 1—kso@. (3.%)
Given thatfse < fz ~ 2Qu With cg > 1, Vigo in Eq. (3:4) is roughly proportional tg—5. Therefore,

an inflationary plateau emerges foe= 0 and a chaotic-type potential (bounded from below) is gener
ated forn < 0. More specificallyﬁeo and the corresponding EF Hubble paramd%cg,, can be castin
the following form:

22 f2 (p—6n f, —(2+3n) )\ 2,4 (p—6n
7 < oo >
A2 ¢* fso 6(1+n) 4f5¢c2+3"

71/2 —3n
~ V, A
and Hg = IGO0 4

\/é zmcl+3n/2 ’

(3.6)

Vico=

where we introduce the functiofsy = 1 — ke @? and fiy = 1— cr@?.
The stability of the configuration in Eq. (3.2) can be checkexifying the validity of the conditions

0V/dxX* =0 and i3 >0 with x* =6,s,s, (3.7)

Wheren?)z(a are the eigenvalues of the mass matrix with elemﬁﬁtﬁz 02\7/0)?“0)?3 and hat denotes
the EF canonically normalized fields defined by the kinetimtein Eq. {2.6) as follows

22 X2 1/- 2
KBz“z*B——<<p +6>+§<§2+§>, (3.83)
where the dot denotes derivation w.r.t the JF cosmic timelaathatted fields read

dQ/dp= Koo =J ~/6(1+n) /@, 6=76¢ and (5,5) = vKss(s,5), (3.%)

whereKss ~ 1/cp@? — cf. Egs. (3.5) and (3.5). The spinorsye and (s associated witt§ and @
are normalized similarly, i.eis = /Kss- s and Jlo = /Koo Po. Integrating the first equation in
Eqg. (3.8)) we can identify the EF field as

0=q@+6(1+n)In(p/(g) with () =1//cx, (3.9)

whereg is a constant of integration and we make use of EqS. (2.1)AB) (

Upon diagonalization o2 p» We construct the mass spectrum of the theory along the pgath o
Eq. {3.2). Taking advantage of the fact that> 1 and the limitsk, — 0 andkse — O we find the
expressions of the relevant masses squared, arrangedleITakhich approach rather well the quite
lengthy, exact expressions taken into account in our nwaledomputation. We have numerically
verified that the various masses remain greaterﬁ\@rduring the last 50 e-foldings of inflation, and
so any inflationary perturbations of the fields other tharirtRaton are safely eliminated. They enter a
phase of oscillations about zero with reducing amplitudésanthep dependence in their normalization
— see Eq.,(3# — does not affect their dynamics. As usually — cf. Ref. [3,4he lighter eignestate
of 1\715 pls 2 which here can become positive and heavy enoughsf@r 0.05 — see Se¢. 4.2.
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FIELDS EINGESTATES MASSESSQUARED
1 real scalar ] mg ~ A% (2— 2cr @ fw + 3nf3)
/6(1—|— n)C;'EJrSn (p2(2+3n) ~ 4ﬁ|%5
2 real scalars 5 m2 = AZ(2—6n— cp@? + 12ks(1+n) f§)

/6(1+n)c (l+n)¢2(1+3n)
2 Weyl spinors| i = #2285 | a2~ A2(2+ 3nfy)2/12(1+ n)ch 3?23

TABLE 1: Mass spectrum along the inflationary trajectory in Eg. (4.2)

Inserting, finally, the mass spectrum of the model in the Aketiwn Coleman-Weinberg formula,
we calculate the one-loop corrected inflationary potential

. N 1 ’\ 4 2 mZA
Vie :VIGO‘FW gln A2 —|—2m In /\2 41714,i /\2 (3.10)

whereA is a renormalization-group mass scale. We determine it gyir@g [10] AV (¢.) = 0 with

AV = Vig — Vigo the radiative corrections (RCs) to Vigo. To reduce the possible dependence of our
results on the choice @, we confine ourselves W's andkg’s which do not enhance the RCs. Under
these circumstances, our results can be exclusively rapeatby using/ico.

3.2 INFLATIONARY REQUIREMENTS

Based orljg in Eq. (3.10) we can proceed to the analysis of IGI in the EF éhjiploying the
standard slow-roll approximation. We have just to convegtderivations and integrations wrﬁto the
corresponding ones w.ig keeping in mind the dependence @bn ¢, Eq. (3.&). In our analysis we
take into account the following observational and theoegtiequirements:

3.2.1 The number of e—foldingﬁ*, that the scalé, = 0.05/Mpc suffers during IGI has to be ade-
guate to resolve the horizon and flatness problems of stdigubang, i.e., [2, 6]

1/2
N*—/ d(pAIG 6174 1n 1e(@) gy L fr@)

— 4 = 3.
Vle) IG(Q) 1/3 3 2 fR( )1/37 ( 11)

where @, [(Apk] is the value ofp [cAp] whenk, crosses outside the inflationary horizon amqa:f] is the

A~

value of [¢] at the end of IGI, which can be found from the condition

—~ 2 ~
V.- Ve oo
max{E(@), 1A (@)} =1, where £= = [ 22| and { = _C:2 (3.12)
2\ Vie Vic

are the well-known slow-roll parameters afig is the reheat temperature after 1GI, which is taken
Tn = 4.1- 10710 throughout. We also assume canonical reheating [11] witkf@ttive equation-of-
state parameter, = 0 and the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedd temperaturd;,

is takeng;, = 22875 corresponding to the MSSM spectrum.
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3.2.2 The amplitudeAs of the power spectrum of the curvature perturbation geadray ¢ atk, has
to be consistent with data [6]

O (32
Ao — Vis(@)¥? _ 1 [Vie(e) ~ 4.627-10°5, (3.13)

2fnr PN e

where the variables with subscriptare evaluated ap = ¢..

3.2.3 Theremaining inflationary observables (the spectral indeits runningas, and the tensor-to-
scalar ratior) — estimated through the relations:

(a) ns= 1—68, + 2A,, (b)as= 2(472— (ns—1)%)/3—2&, and (c) r = 165, (3.14)
with E Vis q) Vis W/Vle have to be consistent with the data [6], i.e.,

(a) ns = 0.968+0.009 and (b) r < 0.12, (3.15)

at 95%confidence level (c.l.) — pertaining to theA\CDM+r framework with|as| < 0.01. Although
compatible with Eq.;(3.15 the present combineBlanck and Bcer2/Keck Array results [7] seem to
favor r’s of order 001 sincer = 0.04870.55> at 68% c.l. has been reported.

3.2.4 Since SUGRA is an effective theory belows = 1 the existence of higher-order termsWn
andK, Egs. (2:1) and;(2.14), appears to be unavoidable. Thesefoe stability of our inflationary
solutions can be assured if we entalil

(@ Vie(@)Y*<1 and (b) @ <1, (3.16)
where the UV cutoff scale of the effective theory for the presmodels isnp = 1, as shown in Seg; 5.

The structure o¥/igg as a function ofp for variousn’s is displayed in Figi:1, where we depﬁb
versusg imposing @, = 1. The selected values @f,kso andn, shown in Fig. 11, yielohs = 0.968
andr = gray, light gray and black line. The corresponding
cx values arg0.0781.8,5.6) - 10°. We remark that a gap of about one order of magnitude emerges
betweerVigo(@.) — and(¢) —for || of order 001 andz = 0 due to the largek andc values employed
for n < 0O; actually, in the former cas@gg(@) — and(@) — approaches the SUSY grand-unification
scale, 8102 — cf. Ref. [12]. This fact together with the steeper slopd theo acquires close to

@ = @ for n < 0 is expected to have an imprint in elevatiagn Eq. (3.12) and, via Eq; (37} onr.

4. RESULTS

Confronting our inflationary scenario with the requirensesibove we can find its allowed param-
eter space. We here present our results for the two radidifgrent cases: taking = 0 in Sec. 4.1
andn < 0in Sec: 4.2.

4.1 n=0CASE

We focus first on the form of Kahler potential induced by Eql42 withn = 0. Our analysis
in Sec.'4.1,1 presents some approximate expressions wésedt as to interpret the numerical results
exhibited in Sec,. 4.1.2.
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FIGURE 1: The inflationary potentiaﬁgo (gray, light gray and black line) as a function @f for n =
0,—1/25,—1/20, A = 0.00130.11,0.34 andkse ~ 0.0045 —0.018 —0.013 Values corresponding t@, and

@ are also depicted.

4.1.1 ANALYTIC RESULTS

Upon substitution of Egs; (3.6) and (8)8nto Eq. (3.12), we can extract the slow-roll parameters
which determine the strength of the inflationary stage. dParing expansions aboyt ~ 0, we can
achieve approximate expressions which assist us to imtetppe numerical results presented below.
Namely, we find

4\2
m and i = iz (4+ ksocg@® + 2crkso @ — 1). (4.1)
3fy 3fy
As it may be numerically verified, the termination of IGI igjgered by the violation of the criterion
at ¢ = @, which does not decline a lot from its value fgg = 0. Namely we get

(@) =1= @=1/1+2/V3/ck. (4.2)

In the same approximation and given tigat @, N, can be calculated via Eq. {3:11) with result

€=

N, ~3ck (@ — @) /4 = @.~2\/N,/3ck. (4.3)
Obviously, IGI with subplanckiap’s can be achieved if
@ <1 = cxg>4N,/3~76 (4.3)

for N, ~ 52. Therefore we need relatively larggs.
ReplacingVico from Eq. {3.8) in Eq..{3.13) we obtain

) .
1/2 ZAfW((pk) 3 8k5q)N*
AT = = A ~2mM\/2Asck | = + . 4.4
* 822 Q2(2+ ksocr @) SEAN, T 3k (4.4)
Inserting finally Eq.{4.3) into Eq. (3.14) and ¢) we can provide expressions feyandr. These are
2 2N, 3% +27/N3 12 42 N2
~lo = ST and re == 4 64 x. 4.5
ELTR T B 12 =R T M (*:5)

Therefore, a clear dependencengfandr on ks arises, with the first one being much more efficient.
This depedence does not exist within no-scale SUGRA giggeanishes by definition — see Efj. (2.15).
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FIGURE 2: Allowed (hatched) regions in the — cg plane &) andA — kse plane p) for ks = ko = 0.5. The
conventions adopted for the various lines are also shown.

4.1.2 NUMERICAL RESULTS

With fixed kys and7i, — see Secs 2 and 8.2 — this inflationary scenario depends pathmeters:
)\, CR, ks, kso, and ko. (4.6)

Our results are independent &y, provided thatz? > 0 — see in Table;1. The same is also valid for
ko ~1 < cg — see Eq.(38). We therefore sets = ko, = 0.5. Besides these values, in our numerical
code, we use as input parametefs kso and @.. For every chosemy > 1, we restrictA and @
so that the conditions Eqgs. (3.11), (3.13) ahd (3.16) aiisfiat. By adjustingkse we can achieve
ng's in the range of Eq.,(3.15). Our results are displayed in &i¢) and ) where we delineate the
hatched regions allowed by the restrictions of $e¢. 3.2én\th cg [A — kso] plane. The conventions
adopted for the various lines are also shown. In partictiter,dashed [dot-dashed] lines correspond
to ng = 0.977 [ns = 0.959], whereas the solid (thick) lines are obtained by fixigg= 0.968 — see
Eqg. (3:15). Along the thin line, which provides the lower hdufor the regions presented in Fig. 2,
the constraint of Eq. (3.5 is saturated. At the other end, the allowed regions tertmiatong the
dotted line wherékso| = 3, since we expedise values of order unity to be natural. From Fig.&-(
we see thatg remains almost proportional foand for constand, cg increases ass decreases. From
Fig. 2-b) we remark thakse is confined close to zero fors = 0.968 andA < 0.16 or g, > 0.1 — see
Eq. (4.3). Therefore, a degree of tuning (of the order of 4is needed in order to reproduce the
experimental data of Ed. (3!4p On the other hand, fo¥ > 0.16 (or @, < 0.1), kse takes quite natural
(of order one) negative values — consistently with £q; (4.5)

More explicitly, forns = 0.968 andV, ~ 52 we find:

78<cg <10° with 1.9-10°3<A <235 and 0005< kso < 3. (4.7)

Note that the former data dictatég, < O since the centrals was lower [4]. Also we obtain-7.8 <
as/107% < —7.4 andr ~ 4.4- 102 which lie within the allowed ranges of Ed. (3;15). On the othe
hand, the results within no-scale SUGRA are much more rofinse thekse (and ko) dependence
collapses — see Ed: (2115). Indeed, no-scale SUGRA predattically ng ~ 0.963 as= —6.5-104
andr = 4- 103 which are perfectly compatible with the data [6, 7] althowgjth low enoughr.
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4.2 n <0 CASE
Following the strategy of the previous section, we presembvb first some analytic results in

Sec.'4.2:1, which provides a taste of the numerical findinbgoéed in Sec, 4.2.2.

4.2.1 ANALYTIC RESULTS

Plugging Egs.i(3:6) and (3iBinto Eq. (3:12) and takings ~ 0, we obtain the following approx-
imate expressions for the slow-roll parameters

~ (24 3n—3ncr@® + (1+ 3n)ksocr ¢*)?

£ 3(L+n) /23 N = sz
X 2 [qﬁ (ksq, (¢2 (6cr + 2P + ksock @) — 11) — 20R> T On2f2, 12
+ 44 6nfsofi (24 kso@?(cr@? — 3))} . (4.8)

Taking the limit of the expressions above fbyo ~ 0 we can analytically solve the condition in
Eq. (3.12) w.r.tp. The results are

(plf:\/3(1—n)+2./3(l—|—n) o (pzf:\/l—9n+\/16+21n(3n—l)' “9)

3(1+n)cg 3(1+n)cg

The end of IGI mostly occurs g = @; because this is mainly the maximal value of the two solutions
above. Sinceg < @, we can estimatd/, through Eq.|(3.11) neglecting. Our result is
3ning@. +In (2—|— 3n— 3can)*2)

N, ~(1+n) 3 : (4.10)

Ignoring the first term in the last equality and solving wg.tve extractp, as follows — cf. Ref. [4,10]:

@~/ (2—e,)/3ncg with e, = e~ n(2H3N./(L4n) (4.1m®)

Although a radically different dependence @fon N, arises compared to the model of Sec! 4.1 — cf.
Eq. (4.3)) — @. can again remain subplanckian for lakges. Indeed,

0<1 = cg>(2—e,)/3n. (4.1@)
On the other handp, remains transplanckian, since plugging Eq. (8)ifto Eq. (3.9) we find
@~ —/3(1+n)/2 (4(2+3n)ﬁ*/(1+n) +In 3yny> , (4.11)

which gives@, = 7— 10 for @ = 0 andn = —(0.03— 0.05) — independently ofz. Despite this fact,
our construction remains stable under possible corresfimm non-renormalizable terms @y since
these are expressed in terms of initial fidldand can be harmless fgp| < 1.

Upon substitution of Eq: (4.H)into Eq. (3:18) we end up with

2~ 411/ ZCRASeﬁn/Z(e,, —2)(kso(1+3n) (e, — 2)?+ 9n?cge,)

: 4.12
3)n| @+ 1/2, /(14 n) (ks (en — 2) — 3ncr @12

10
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We remark thail depends not only ooz andkse as in Eq. {4:4) but also om Inserting Eq.(4.1K)
into Eq. {4.8), employing then Ed. (3id¥and expanding forg > 1 we find

(en —2)? +n(e, — 2)(e, + 12) — 6n2e? en(4— (1+3m)e,) — 4

= s ey : 4.1
"Is (14n)(en+3n—2)2 T Hsoe On(1+n)(e, +3n—2)%cg (4.1%)
Following the same steps, from E{. (3cLve find
3n%e? 4+ (e, — 3ne, —4)e
=16 & 2ksopen 2 Z i 413
g ((1—|—n)(en—|—3n—2)2 + Hsoe 3(l—|—n)(€n—|—3n—2)ch> ( )

From the above expressions we see that primarjly: 0 and secondarily < 0 help to sizably increase
r. Given thate, > 1, ng is close to unity as can be infered by the first ratio in thetriggmnd side of
Eq. (4.13). Any increase ofis due to the existenci:| # 0 can be balanced by a choiseig§ < 0.
Note that the second term in Eq. (4a)3s less suppressed w.r.t the second term in Eq. B} .4iBce
cg > 1is multiplied byn < 1.

4.2.2 NUMERICAL RESULTS

Besides the free parameters shown in E£g: (4.6) we have atsahehich is constrained to neg-
ative values. Using the reasoning explained in $€c.i4.1.8aetle, = 0.5. On the other hand? can
become positive witltg lower than the value used in Séc. 4.1.2 since positive dnriioins fromn < 0
arises here — see Table 1. Moreoveksifakes a value of order uniig? grows more efficiently than in
the case witl = 0, rendering thereby the RCs in Efj. (3.10) sizeable for \emyelc values ¢ 10°).
To avoid such dependence of the model predictions on the R€gseks values lower than those used
in Sec.4.1.2. Thus, we sk = 0.05 throughout. As in the previous case, Efis. (3.11), (3.48)3.16)
assist us to restrick (or cg > 1) andg,. By adjustingn andkse we can achieve not onlys,as andr
values in the range of Ed. (3!15) but als®close to the central value reported in Ref. [7].

Confronting the parameters with Eqgs. (3.11), (8.13), (8.bpand (3.16) we depict the allowed
(hatched) regions in the — cg, A — ksp, A —r andA — ag planes fom = —1/30 (gray lines and hatched
regions),n = —1/25 (light gray lines and hatched regions)= —1/20 (black lines and hatched re-
gions) in Fig.i 3ta), (b), (c) and (d) respectively. Note that the conventions adopted for thewar
lines are identical with those used in Fig). 2 —i.e., the ddskelid (thick) and dot-dashed lines corre-
spond tars = 0.977,0.968 and (V59 respectively, whereas along the thin (solid) lines thestraint of
Eqg. (3.1®) is saturated. The perturbative bound otimits the various regions at the other end.

From Fig.' 3¢ta) we remark thaty remains almost proportional % but the dependence @go is
stronger than that shown in Fid.(2- Also, as|»| increases, the allowed areas are displaced to larger
A andcg values in agreement with Eq. (44)G- cf. Fig.i2. Similarly, the allowedss’s move to larger
values agn| and/orng increases. For fixeak, increasing:x entails a decrease bfe in accordance with
Eq. (4.13). Finally, from Fig.'3¢c) and(d) we conclude that employing| > 0.01, r andas increase
w.r.t their values forn = 0 — see results below Eq. (4.7). As a consequence; for-(0.03— 0.05), r
enters the observable region. On the other hagdlthough one order larger than its value fo&= 0
remains sufficiently low; it is thus consistent with the figiof data with the standaiCDM+r model
—see Eq.;(3.15). As anticipated below Eq. (#)1%he resulting”’s depend only on the inputandksqe
(or ng), and are independent af(or cg). The same behavior is also true far It is worth noticing that
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FIGURE 3: Allowed (hatched) regions in the—cr (@), A —kso (b), A —r (c), A —as (d) plane forks = 0.1,
ko = 0.5 andn = —0.033 (gray lines and hatched regions)= —0.04 (light gray lines and hatched regions),
n = —0.05 (black lines and hatched regions). The conventions addptate type and color of the various lines
are also shown in the label of partay.

the existence ofse # 0 is imperative for the viability of our scheme. More exgligifor ng = 0.968
andN, ~ 55— 57 we find:

. k
009< K <69 with 0.045<A <35 and 018< — =2 <104 (n=-0033); (4.14)

~ 10t~ 0.1
_ k
0.19< 1% <67 with 011<A <35 and 018< —Oiql’ <63 (n=-004); (4.1%)
0.56 < 1% <6.1 with 034<A <35 and 013< —';S—Cl" <145 (n=-005). (4.14%)
In these regions we obtain
ro as _n _
57 =0406,105 and 5o = 11314 for — 52 =3345 (4.15)

respectively. It is impressive that the observatdeabove are achieved with subplanckigis. How-
ever, this fact does not contradict to the Lyth bound [13]¢sithis is applied to the (totally auxiliary)
EF inflatong@ which remains transplanckian— see Eq; (4.11).
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5. EFFECTIVE CUT-OFF SCALE

An outstanding trademark of IGl is that it is unitarity-sd#-4], despite the fact that its imple-
mentation with subplanckia@'s — see Egs., (46 and {4.1d) — requires relatively largeg’s. To show
this, we below extract the UV cut-off scala,y, of the effective theory first in the JF — see Sec. 5.1 —
and then in the EF — see Sec.'5.2.

5.1 JORDAN FRAME COMPUTATION

If we expandg,, about the flat spacetime metrig,, and¢ about its v.e.v as follows

guv = Nuv+hyy and @=(@)+0@ with (@) =1/\/cg (5.1)

—whereh*V is the graviton —, the lagrangian corresponding to the tved arms in the right-hand side
of Sin Eq. (2:11) fora = @ takes the form — cf. Ref. [14]:

0% = —<fT’f>FEH(h“V) + <F—2K>t9u5(pd“5(p+ ((fR@}&p—i- %<wa>5<p2+ ) Fr

= —%FEH (hHV) + éduapd“ap—kl\a\l,apz O, (5.2)
where the functionsgy andFg related to the the linearized Einstein-Hilbert part of thgrangian, read
Fen (BHY) = B*YOhyy — hOh+ 20ph*P 0V hyy — 20,hHVdyh and Fi (BHY) = Oh — d,0,hHY  (5.3)

with 7 = hﬁ. Also Fi along the trajectory in Eq; (3.2) is calculated to be

nQep Qe kns
Fx = Qoo — =
: *e 1+n)Q 1+n

+ 6ncg - (5.4)

Moreoverﬁ“v andd ¢ are the JF canonically normalized fields defined by the osiati

So_ | UR) - (fr.)
o= <fR>5(p and hyy =/ (fr) huv + o

Finally, Ayy in Eqg. (5.2) is the JF UV cut-off scale since it controls theesgth of thedgp — d¢
scattering process viachannel#V exchange. It is determined via the relation

npy 2 6 56)

VUl fron) |1 g

= 3
Nuwd@ With fe=Fefa+5fig-  (55)

For the estimations above we make use of Egs. (5.1):and Gime the dangerous facigg! included
in (fz,pp) is eliminated in Eq.i(5!6), the theory can be characterizednétarity-safe.

5.2 EINSTEIN FRAME COMPUTATION

Alternatively, Ayy can be determined in EF, following the systematic approddRed. [15]. At
the SUSY vacuum in Eq. (2.5), the EF (canonically normalzefiaton is found via Eq. (3.9) to be

3¢ =())5¢ with (J)~\/6(1+n)ck. (5.7)
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The fact tha&p does not coincide witB @ at the vacuum of the theory — contrary to the standard Higgs
non-minimal inflation [16] — ensures that our models aredvap tomp = 1. To show it, we write5 in
Eq. (2.6) along the path of Ed. (8.2) as follows

S = /d4x\/_< “R+Z J2fP2 Vico+ -~ ) (5.8)

where the ellipsis represents terms irrelevant for ouryaisl/ andV|G0 are given by Eqgs; (38 and
(8.8) respectively. We first expant ¢? about (@) in terms oféqo in Eqg. (5.7) and we arrive at the
following result

—~2 —3
- 2 =~ 1eY0) 2 00 2

2.2

—[1- o — - | 0 . 5.
e ( 31 2T \3TaR 3 ) ¢ (%)

The expansion correspondingﬁ@;o in Eq. (3:6) withkse ~ 0 andke ~ 0 includes the terms:
225¢" 5 59
Vico = (5.%)

6c4(1+n) 6(1+n)3 24(1+n)?

From Egs. (5.8) and (5.8) we conclude thaf\yy = 1, in agreement with our analysis in Sgc: 5.1.

6. CONCLUSIONS

We updated the analysis of IGI introduced in Ref. [4], in ti@wof the combined recent analysis
of the Planck and Bcer2/Keck Array results [6, 7]. These inflationary models are tied to a superp
tential, which realizes easily the idea of induced grawtyd a logarithmic Kahler potential, which
includes all the allowed terms up to the fourth order in pansithe various fields — see E¢§. (2.14). We
also allowed for deviations from the prefacter3) multiplying the logarithm of the Kahler potential,
parameterizing it by a factdil + ). The models are totally defined imposing two global symraestri
— a continuousk and a discret&, symmetry — in conjunction with the requirement that the inagy
inflaton takes subplanckian values.

In the case of no-scale SUGRA, thanks to the underlying syiniese the inflaton is not mixed
with the accompanying non-inflaton field in the Kahler patntAs a consequence, the model pre-
dictsng ~ 0.963, as ~ —0.00065 and- ~ 0.004, in excellent agreement with the curr@itnck data.
Beyond no-scale SUGRA, far= 0, we showed thais spans the entire allowed range in Eq. (3)15
by conveniently adjusting the coefficiekyy. In addition, forn ~ —(0.03— 0.05), r becomes compat-
ible with the 1o domain of the joint analysis dPlanck and Bcer2/Keck Array data and accessible
to the ongoing measurements with negligibly snaall In this last case a mild tuning @ to values
of order 005 is adequate so that the one-loop RCs remain subdominamtedvker, in all cases, the
corresponding effective theory is valid up to the PlancKkesca
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