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We study the multifield dynamics of axion models nonminimally coupled to gravity. As usual, we
consider a canonical U(1) symmetry-breaking model in which the axion is the phase of a complex
scalar field. If the complex scalar field has a nonminimal coupling to gravity, then the (oft-forgotten)
radial component can drive a phase of inflation prior to an inflationary phase driven by the axion
field. In this setup, the mass of the axion field is dependent on the radial field because of the
nonminimal coupling, and the axion remains extremely light during the phase of radial inflation.
As the radial field approaches the minimum of its potential, there is a transition to natural inflation
in the angular direction. In the language of multifield inflation, this system exhibits ultra-light
isocurvature perturbations, which are converted to adiabatic perturbations at a fast turn, namely
the onset of axion inflation. For models wherein the CMB pivot scale exited the horizon during
radial inflation, this acts to suppresses the tensor-to-scalar ratio r, without generating CMB non-
Gaussianity or observable isocurvature perturbations. Finally, we note that the interaction strength
between axion and gauge fields is suppressed during the radial phase relative to its value during
the axion-inflation phase by several orders of magnitude. This decouples the constraints on the
inflationary production of gauge fields (e.g., from primordial black holes) from the constraints on
their production during (p)reheating.

I. INTRODUCTION

The axion field was proposed as a solution to the strong
CP problem of the Standard Model of particle physics
[1–3]. More recently, axions rose to prominence in early
universe cosmology both as a candidate for the inflaton
field [4–6] and as a candidate for cold dark matter [7–9],
bolstered by interesting phenomenology of the character-
istic axion coupling to gauge fields (e.g., Ref. [10]). These
developments coincided with the discovery of flux com-
pactifications of string theory, which generically include
hundreds of axion fields [11–13].

As the Goldstone boson of a spontaneously broken (ap-
proximate) global U(1) symmetry, the axion is naturally
described as the phase of a complex scalar field. Inher-
ent in this construction is a second scalar field, the radial
component, which plays the role of the order-parameter
of the symmetry breaking. Thus, axion models, both as
they were initially conceived [1–3], and in their modern
incarnations, are inherently multifield theories. As such,
the dynamics of such models during the early universe
should be studied using techniques developed in recent
years for the analysis of multifield inflation, with a fo-
cus on characteristically multifield phenomena such as
isocurvature perturbations, primordial non-Gaussianity,
and their compatibility with recent observations. (For
reviews, see Refs. [14–16].)

Beginning nearly a decade prior to the proposal of
the axion, physicists began to clarify that self-interacting
scalar fields in curved spacetime will generically develop
nonminimal couplings to gravity [17–25]. Even if the
dimensionless nonminimal coupling constants ξ vanish
at tree-level in a given model, they will be generated

by loop corrections, and hence they are required for
self-consistent renormalization of scalar-field models in
curved spacetime. From the perspective of effective field
theory (setting renormalization aside), in (3 + 1) space-
time dimensions such couplings take the form of oper-
ators in the action with mass dimension 4, and hence
they should be included unless forbidden by the specific
symmetries of a given theory.

In this work we study multifield inflation in the sim-
plest axion model, including the nonminimal coupling of
the radial field to gravity. The potential for the axion
field, when expressed in the Einstein frame, is exponen-
tially sensitive to the radial field. This leads to dynamics
akin to hybrid inflation [26–28], with a phase of inflation
driven by the radial field followed by a phase of inflation
driven by the axion. This bears a striking resemblance to
dynamics recently observed in supergravity [29, 30] and
supergravity-inspired [31] multifield models. It is partic-
ularly striking that the behavior of this model emerges
from such simple ingredients.

Turning to cosmological perturbations, we find a phe-
nomenon recently observed in multifield models with
curved field-space manifolds [16, 30–40], namely, ultra-
light isocurvature perturbations [41]. In the model de-
veloped here, the isocurvature perturbations are ultra-
light during the radial-inflation phase, and develop a
nearly scale-invariant spectrum of perturbations on large
scales. They become super-heavy during the axion-
inflation phase, and subsequently rapidly decay. At the
interface of these two regimes, there can be a rapid
conversion of isocurvature into curvature perturbations,
leading to an overall enhancement of the amplitude of the
curvature perturbation power spectrum. In the language
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of multifield inflation, this system exhibits a turning tra-
jectory with a fast turn.

This has important implications for next-generation
cosmic microwave background (CMB) experiments, in
particular regarding the observation or non-observation
of primordial gravitational waves, since the tensor-to-
scalar ratio r can be suppressed in this scenario due to
the relative enhancement of the scalar spectrum. We find
that the duration of axion inflation in this scenario is con-
strained by measurements of the scalar spectral index ns
to be . 15 e-folds of expansion, while the suppression
of r can become non-negligible even for modest values of
the nonminimal coupling, ξ & O(1).

Finally, this scenario has implications for the phe-
nomenology of axions. Considering the axions’ canoni-
cal interaction with gauge fields, we find the interaction
strength during the radial phase is suppressed relative to
the interaction strength during the axion-inflation phase.
This decouples the constraints on inflationary production
of gauge fields (e.g., from primordial black holes) from the
constraints on production at (p)reheating.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
In Sec. II we introduce the model and identify parame-
ter ranges of interest. We analyze the inflationary back-
ground dynamics in Sec. III, and study the evolution of
perturbations in Sec. IV. We compute the associated ob-
servables and constraints in Sec. V, and in Sec. VI we
perform a brief analysis of the interaction with gauge
fields. We close in Sec. VII with a discussion of direc-
tions for future work.

II. NONMINIMAL COUPLINGS AND AXIONS

The starting point for this work is the operational def-
inition of the axion field: the pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone
boson of a spontaneously broken global U(1) symmetry,
which gains a mass through an explicit symmetry break-
ing by nonperturbative effects. (See, e.g., Refs. [1–3] for
the original works, and Refs. [11–13] for ubiquitous re-
alizations in string theory.) This theory is naturally de-
scribed in terms of a complex scalar field Φ, with the
axion ϑ defined as the phase of Φ: Φ = ϕeiϑ.

Self-interacting scalar fields in curved spacetime will
generically develop a nonminimal coupling to gravity, ac-
quired through loop effects [17–25]. More generally, the
interaction |Φ|2R is a dimension-4 operator allowed by
the symmetries of the problem, and thus, from the per-
spective of effective field theory, must be included. With
this in mind, in this work we generalize the canonical ax-
ion model to incorporate a nonminimal coupling of the
complex scalar field Φ to gravity.

We work in (3 + 1) spacetime dimensions and consider
an action of the form

SJ =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃
[
f(Φ)R̃− 1

2
|∂Φ|2 − V (Φ)

]
. (1)

The subscript J denotes that the action of Eq. (1) is

written in the Jordan frame, in which the nonminimal
coupling f(Φ)R̃ remains explicit. Given that the axion,
by construction, is not subject to perturbative breaking
of the U(1) symmetry, the nonminimal coupling is con-
strained to depend only on |Φ| ≡ ϕ.

The potential for Φ consists of two contributions.
The spontaneous symmetry breaking (“Higgs”) poten-

tial, VSSB = λ
(
|Φ|2 − v2

)2
/4, ensures that the ground

state of the theory is the U(1) symmetry-breaking state
〈|Φ|〉 = v. In addition, nonperturbative effects generate
a potential for the axion field, Va = Λ4(1 − cosϑ), as in
“natural inflation” [42]. The value of Λ is determined by
the microphysics of the theory. In QCD constructions,
e.g., the Peccei-Quinn axion [1], Λ4 = χ is the topological
susceptibility of the QCD vacuum (for a review, see, e.g.,
Ref. [43]). More generally, one might expect Λ to be a
function of the radial field ϕ; indeed, in string theory con-
structions this is generally the case (see, e.g., Ref. [13]).
For simplicity, we will take Λ to be a constant and a free
parameter, constrained only by the requirement that the
energy scale of the explicit U(1) symmetry breaking (Λ)
be lower than the energy scale of spontaneous U(1) sym-
metry breaking (v).

To simplify the analysis, we decompose Φ into real
fields as Φ = ϕeiϑ. The action then reads

SJ =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃
[
f(ϕ)R̃− 1

2
(∂ϕ)

2 − 1

2
ϕ2 (∂ϑ)

2

− λ

4

(
ϕ2 − v2

)2 − Λ4 (1− cosϑ)

]
.

(2)

The kinetic terms are those of conventional polar coor-
dinates on a flat field space. This defines a metric on

the field-space manifold in the Jordan frame, G(J)
IJ , with

components,

G(J)
ϕϕ = 1 , G(J)

ϑϑ = ϕ2, (3)

where the superscript J refers to Jordan frame.
We next perform a conformal transformation of the

spacetime metric, to work in the Einstein frame [44, 45]

gµν =
2f

M2
pl

g̃µν . (4)

This serves to make the coupling to gravity canonical; in
doing so it modifies both the kinetic and potential terms
in the action. The action in the Einstein frame takes the
form

SE =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2

pl

2
R−1

2
gµνG(E)

IJ ∂µφ
I∂νφ

J−VE(φI)

]
,

(5)
for φI = (ϕ, ϑ). The field-space metric in the Einstein
frame becomes

G(E)
IJ =

M2
pl

2f
G(J)
IJ +

3M2
pl

2

f,If,J
f2

, (6)
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where f,I ≡ ∂f/∂φI denotes a derivative with respect
to field φI . In our simple case, the field-space metric
remains diagonal, with the nonvanishing components

G(E)
ϕϕ =

M2
pl

2f

(
1 +

3f2
,ϕ

f

)
, G(E)

ϑϑ =
M2

pl

2f
ϕ2 . (7)

The kinetic term of the axion defines the axion decay
constant in the Einstein frame,

fa =
〈ϕ〉√

2f
Mpl . (8)

Meanwhile the potential is rescaled, and is given by

VE(ϕ, ϑ) = M4
pl

V (ϕ, ϑ)

4f2(ϕ)
. (9)

We consider the usual form of the nonminimal coupling
[17–25],

f(ϕ) =
1

2

(
M2 + ξϕ2

)
. (10)

To remain consistent with late-time observations, we re-
quire 2f(v) = M2

pl when ϕ reaches the minimum of its

potential, 〈ϕ〉 = v. This in turn requires M2 = M2
pl−ξv2.

We note that in the ground state, 〈ϕ〉 = v, the axion de-
cay constant fa of Eq. (8) obeys fa = v, independent of
ξ and M .

The conformal transformation to the Einstein frame
transforms the flat field space of the Jordan frame into
a curved field space [44]. The Ricci scalar of the field-
space manifold in the Einstein frame is a function of the
radial field ϕ, as shown in Fig. 1. The full form is given
in Appendix A. The curvature is peaked at ϕ = 0, where
it takes a value set by ξ: RE = 4ξ(1 + 3ξ)/M2

pl. More
generally, one can identify two regimes of interest. To do
so, we define the the ratio,

rϕ ≡
√
ξϕ

M
. (11)

For rϕ � 1, the curvature can be expanded as

RE |rϕ�1 =
4ξ(1 + 3ξ)

M2
pl

(
1 +O(r2

ϕ)
)
, (12)

whereas in the opposite regime, rϕ � 1, it takes the form

RE |rϕ�1 =
4ξ

M2
pl(1 + 6ξ)r2

ϕ

(
1 +O

(
1

r2
ϕ

))
. (13)

This has implications even once the radial field has set-
tled into the minimum of its potential, 〈ϕ〉 = v. In the
limit

√
ξ v �M , ξ held fixed, the vacuum is well approx-

imated by a flat field space (RE � 1/M2
pl), whereas for√

ξ v �M , the field space is curved, even in vacuum.

ξ=5
ξ=4
ξ=3
ξ=2
ξ=1
ξ=1/2
ξ=1/3
ξ=1/4
ξ=1/5

0.001 0.010 0.100 1 10 100
ξ φ

�
0.01

0.10

1

10

100

1000

ℛ� [���
-�]

FIG. 1. The Ricci scalar of the field-space manifold in the
Einstein frame, RE . This quantity depends only on the radial
field ϕ, and takes the form RE = f(ξ, rϕ)/M2

pl with rϕ =√
ξϕ/M . The curvature at

√
ξϕ/M � 1 is set by ξ; in the

figure we show RE for ξ = 1/5, 1/4, 1/3, 1/2, 1, 2, ..., 5
(bottom to top).

The background dynamics follow from the equations of
motion for the fields and the Friedmann equation. These
can be written,

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+ Γϕϕϕϕ̇
2 + Γϕϑϑϑ̇

2 + GϕϕVE,ϕ = 0 (14)

ϑ̈+ 3Hϑ̇+ 2 Γϑϑϕϕ̇ϑ̇+ GϑϑVE,ϑ = 0, (15)

where ΓIJK denote the Christoffel symbols associated

with the field-space metric G(E)
IJ , given in Appendix A.

The Friedmann equation takes the form

3M2
plH

2 =
1

2

(
M2

pl

2f

)[
1 +

6ξ2ϕ2

2f

]
ϕ̇2 (16)

+
1

2

(
M2

pl

2f

)
ϕ2ϑ̇2 + VE ,

where the Einstein-frame potential is given by

VE =
λM4

pl

4

(ϕ2 − v2)2

(M2 + ξϕ2)2
+

M4
plΛ

4

(M2 + ξϕ2)2
(1− cosϑ) ,

(17)
as per Eq. (9). One can appreciate from Eq. (17) that
the change to the Einstein frame, at large ϕ, flattens the
symmetry breaking potential and suppresses the magni-
tude of the axion potential.

To simplify the analysis of the background dynamics,
we consider the length of the background fields’ velocity
vector [16, 31–40]

σ̇ ≡ |ϕ̇I | =
√
G(E)
IJ ϕ̇I ϕ̇J , (18)

where the components of the vector ϕ̇I(t) = (ϕ̇(t), ϑ̇(t))
consist of the derivatives (with respect to cosmic time t)
of the spatially homogeneous background fields. We may
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FIG. 2. Evolution of the Hubble parameter (left) and the fields ϕ (black) and ϑ (red, dashed) (right). (We normalize each field by

its initial value.) We set ξ = 1 and M = Mpl/10, which fixes v =
√

99/100Mpl, and take initial conditions ϕi = 8.5Mpl, ϕ̇i = 0,

ϑi = 0.97π, ϑ̇i = 0, with λ = 4× 10−9 and Λ = 2.74× 10−3. The insert on the right shows a magnification of the graph, from
N = 60 to 72.5. The parameter dependence is illustrated in Figs. 4 and 5.

then define a unit vector that points in the direction of
the background fields’ evolution:

σ̂I ≡ ϕ̇I

σ̇
. (19)

The background equations simplify to

H2 =
1

3M2
pl

[
1

2
σ̇2 + VE

]
,

σ̈ + 3Hσ̇ + VE,σ = 0,

(20)

where we define

VE,σ ≡ σ̂IVE,I . (21)

Thus we arrive at effectively single-field background evo-
lution, along a direction in field space defined by σ̂I .

The evolution of the direction of the trajectory can be
described by the covariant turn-rate vector,

ωI ≡ Dtσ̂I , (22)

where DtAI ≡ ϕ̇J DJAI for a vector AI in the field
space, and DJAI is the usual covariant derivative asso-

ciated with the field-space metric G(E)
IJ . We may define

the (scalar) turn rate as [46]

ω ≡ εIJ σ̂I ωJ , (23)

where

εIJ ≡
[
det
(
G(E)
IJ

)]1/2
ε̄IJ , ε

IJ =
[
det
(
G(E)
IJ

)]−1/2

ε̄IJ ,

(24)
and ε̄IJ = ε̄IJ is the usual Levi-Civita symbol: ε̄12 = +1
and ε̄IJ = −ε̄JI . Note that with this definition of the
scalar turn rate, ω = ±|ωI |.

FIG. 3. The inflationary trajectory in field space (black line),
for the example parameters of Fig. 2, superimposed on a plot
of the field-space Ricci scalar RE . We set Mpl = 1. For
illustrative purposes, only the end of the radial-inflation phase
is shown.

III. THE TWO PHASES OF INFLATION

We assume initial conditions ϕ � v, rϕ � 1, and an
initial displacement angle of the axion ϑ ∼ O(1). In this
case the potential of Eq. (17) is initially dominated by the
radial field ϕ, and is well approximated by the plateau,

VE ∼
λ

4ξ2
M4

pl. (25)

As ϕ decreases towards v, the axion potential rises to
prominence, and can trigger the onset of a second phase
of inflation. The relative number of e-folds of radial and
axion inflation is controlled by the initial conditions and
parameters of the model. A paradigmatic example is
shown in Fig. 2, which shows the evolution of the Hubble
parameter and the scalar fields for ξ = 1 and ϑi = 0.97π.
Two distinct phases of inflationary evolution are evident,
with Nr ' 60 e-folds of inflation driven by the radial
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FIG. 4. The dynamics of radial inflation. Smaller values of ξ accelerate the decline of H during the radial-inflation phase, as
per the slow-roll parameters of Eq. (35). (Left) We fix v = 2Mpl and vary ξ = 1/6, 1/8, 1/10, 1/12, and 1/14 (top to bottom).

The axion initial conditions are ϑi = 0.9π, ϑ̇i = 0 for all cases, and, for the purpose of visual comparison, we adjust λ to keep
Hi fixed. (Right) To allow for ξ � 1 we fix

√
ξv = (9/10)Mpl and vary ξ = 100, 10, 5, 1, and 1/2 (top to bottom). Initial

conditions for the axion field are chosen to fix Na ' 5. The full set of parameters are listed in Appendix B.

field ϕ, followed by a sudden transition to (in this case)
Na ' 10 e-folds of inflation driven by the axion field. In
Fig. 3, this inflationary trajectory is shown in field space,
superimposed on a plot of the field-space Ricci scalarRE .

This behavior can be understood analytically. Let us
first consider the radial field ϕ. At early times, we have
f ' 1

2ξϕ
2, and hence

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇− ϕ̇2

ϕ
+

ξϕ2

M2
pl(1 + 6ξ)

VE,ϕ ' 0, (26)

where we have neglected the term −M2ϑ̇2/[ξ(1 + 6ξ)],
because it is negligibly small in the cases discussed in
this paper. In the slow-roll limit, this simplifies further,
to

3Hϕ̇+

(
ϕ2

6αM2
pl

)
VE,ϕ ' 0, (27)

where we have defined α as

α ≡ 1 +
1

6ξ
. (28)

To make contact with the past literature (see, e.g.,
Refs. [47, 48]), we define

φ ≡
√

6αMpl ln(ϕ/Mpl) . (29)

The slow-roll equation of motion becomes simply

3Hφ̇+ ∂φVE ' 0. (30)

Thus we arrive at the standard equation describing
single-field slow-roll inflation of a canonically normalized
scalar field.

We now turn to the potential. In the regime for which
f ' 1

2ξϕ
2, the potential is given by

VE '
λ

4
M4

pl

(ϕ2 − v2)2

ξ2ϕ4
+
M4

plΛ
4

ξ2ϕ4
(1− cosϑ) . (31)

In terms of the rescaled radial field φ, this may be written

VE '
λ

4

M4
pl

ξ2

(
1− v2

M2
pl

e−
√

2
3αφ/Mpl

)2

(32)

+
Λ4

ξ2
e−2
√

2
3αφ/Mpl (1− cosϑ) .

By construction, the axion term makes a subdominant
contribution in this regime, since it arises from the spon-
taneous breaking of an approximate symmetry. The
phase of inflation driven by the radial field is therefore
well approximated as being driven by the first contribu-
tion in Eq. (32), which we may write as

VE ' V0

(
1− v2

M2
pl

e−
√

2
3αφ/Mpl

)2

, (33)

where we define V0 ≡ (λM4
pl)/(4ξ

2). This form of the
potential is familiar as a class of inflation models known
as α-attractors [49–51].

During the slow-roll phase of radial inflation, when

v2e−
√

2
3αφ/Mpl �M2

pl, the radial field ϕ evolves as

ϕ(N) ' v
√

4N

3α
, (34)

for N � 1, where N measures the number of e-folds
before the end of inflation, dN = −Hdt. The evolu-
tion of the Hubble parameter is described by the (Hub-
ble) slow-roll parameters, ε ≡ d(lnH)/dN and η ≡
2ε+ (2ε)−1(dε/dN), which, for α� N , take the form

ε(N) =
3α

4N2
, η(N) =

1

N
. (35)

If we were considering a single-field model with the po-
tential in Eq. (33), then the inflationary predictions for
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FIG. 5. The dynamics of axion inflation. (Left) The number of e-folds of axion inflation, Na, is set by the initial condition for
the axion field. We consider the example of Fig. 2, but with differing initial conditions, ϑi/π = 0.85, 0.9, 0.95, 0.975, and 0.99
(left to right). (Right) The energy scale of the axion-inflation phase is set by Λ. We fix ϑi = 0.95π and consider differing values
Λ4/(10−12M4

pl) = 25, 22, 19, 16, and 13 (top to bottom). The full set of parameters are listed in Appendix B.

the spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r would
follow from these expressions for ε and η, and be given
by

ns = 1− 2

Nr
, r =

12α

N2
r

, (36)

where Nr is the number of e-folds before the end of
radial inflation when the CMB pivot scale exited the
horizon. These predictions match those of standard α-
attractor models [31, 40, 50, 52]. In the limit of ξ � 1,
or equivalently α → 1, the predictions match those of
the Starobinsky model [53], Higgs inflation [47], and,
more generally, the attractor behavior of multifield mod-
els with nonminimal couplings in the limit ξI � 1 [54].
However, as we will see in Sec. V, these predictions can be
considerably modified in our two-field model, in certain
regions of parameter space.

Recalling Eq. (28), which relates α to ξ, we see that
the evolution of ϕ encodes the ξ-dependence of the model.
The symmetry-breaking scale v enters the dynamics as
a multiplicative shift of ϕ, as in Eq. (34), while λ enters
only via the height of the plateau V0. Thus the dynamics
of the radial phase of inflation are determined by ξ. This
can be appreciated from Fig. 4, in which we consider the
evolution of the Hubble parameter for differing values of
ξ. In the left panel we fix v = 2Mpl and the axion initial
conditon ϑi = 0.9π, and (as usual) adjust M such that
ξv2 + M2 = M2

pl, which (for v = 2Mpl) requires ξ <

1/4. In the right panel, we instead fix the combination√
ξ v = 0.9Mpl, which allows us to consider a larger range

of values for ξ.
Now we turn to the axion field. During the phase of

radial inflation, the axion is effectively massless, due to
the exponential suppression of the axion potential. In
particular, since the field-space metric is nearly flat dur-
ing the radial-inflation phase, the axion mass reduces to
m2
ϑ ' VE,ϑϑ. Compared to the Hubble scale during ra-

dial inflation, we find

|m2
ϑ|

H2
' Λ4

2ξ2V0
e−2
√

2
3α φ/Mpl � 1 . (37)

For Λ4 < V0, the axion remains ultra-light during radial
inflation. In that regime, with ξϕ2 � M2, we also find
Γθϑϕϕ̇� H, and hence Eq. (15) reduces to

ϑ̈+ 3Hϑ̇ ' 0. (38)

During radial inflation, the axion obeys |ϑ̇| � H, and
remains effectively frozen in place.

As ϕ settles at ϕ ≈ v, the energy density in the axion
will eventually dominate, leading to a phase of axion in-
flation. The number of e-folds of axion inflation is given
by [55]

Na ' −
v2

M2
pl

ln

[
M2

pl + 2v2

4v2
(1 + cosϑi)

]
, (39)

where ϑi is the value of ϑ at the onset of axion infla-
tion. Since ϑ undergoes ultra-slow-roll evolution during
the radial-inflation phase, the value of ϑ at the start of
the axion-inflation phase is virtually unchanged from its
value at the onset of radial inflation. The dependence of
Na on ϑi is shown in the left panel of Fig. 5.

The Hubble parameter during the phase of axion in-
flation is given by

H2
a '

2Λ4

3M2
pl

. (40)

The ratio of the Hubble parameter during axion inflation
(Ha) to its value during radial inflation (Hr) is

rH ≡
Ha

Hr
'
√

2Λ2

√
V0

. (41)

In the right panel of Fig. 5 we show the evolution of H
for varying values of Λ.
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IV. PERTURBATIONS

We expand each field about a homogeneous back-
ground value,

φI(xµ) = ϕI(t) + δφI(xµ), (42)

with I = 1, 2 corresponding to ϕ and ϑ, respectively. We
construct the gauge-invariant Mukhanov-Sasaki variables
for the perturbations, which to first order in perturba-
tions read [16]

QI ≡ δφI +
ϕ̇I

H
ψ , (43)

where ψ(xµ) is the scalar metric perturbation on co-
moving spatial sections. We may project the vector QI

into components parallel and perpendicular to the back-
ground fields’ motion [56],

QI = σ̂I Qσ + εIJ σ̂J Qs , (44)

where (for our two-field model) the adiabatic (Qσ) and
isocurvature (Qs) perturbations are each scalar quanti-
ties. The masses of the perturbations are given by the
mass-squared matrix [38]

MI
J ≡ GIK(E)DJDKVE −R

I
LMJ ϕ̇

Lϕ̇M , (45)

where RILMJ is the Riemann tensor associated with the

field-space metric G(E)
IJ . We may then identify the canon-

ically normalized comoving curvature perturbation and
isocurvature perturbation as [38, 56]

R =
H

σ̇
Qσ, (46)

and

S =
H

σ̇
Qs. (47)

The equation of motion for Qσ is given by [38]

Q̈σ+3HQ̇σ +

[
k2

a2
+Mσσ − ω2 − 1

M2
pla

3

d

dt

(
a3σ̇2

H

)]
Qσ

= 2
d

dt
(ωQs)− 2

(
V,σ
σ̇

+
Ḣ

H

)
(ωQs) , (48)

where ω is the covariant turn rate defined in Eq. (23),
and Mσσ is given by

Mσσ ≡ σ̂I σ̂JMI
J = σ̂I σ̂JDIDJVE . (49)

Note that the symmetry properties of the Riemann cur-
vature tensor prevent the curvature term in Eq. (45) from
contributing toMσσ, since all four indices are contracted
with σ̂I [38]; this simplification is unique to the adiabatic
perturbations and does not occur for the isocurvature
perturbations.

Equation (48) becomes more transparent when written
in terms of R and S. For a two-field model, this reads
(see, e.g., Ref. [46])

d

dt

(
Ṙ − 2ωS

)
+(3+δ)H

(
Ṙ − 2ωS

)
+
k2

a2
R = 0 , (50)

where δ ≡ ε̇/(Hε) = 4ε − 2η. One can appreciate that
R is massless, consistent with the conservation of the
gauge-invariant curvature perturbation on super-Hubble
length-scales in the absence of isocurvature perturbations
[56–58]. Indeed, on large scales (making no assumptions
about slow-roll or slow-turn evolution of the background
fields) one finds the familiar solution,

Ṙ = 2ωS , (51)

indicating that the curvature perturbation R will only
evolve (on super-horizon scales) if the background evolu-
tion of the system includes a turn, with ω 6= 0.

On the other hand, the isocurvature perturbations are
in general massive. The equation of motion for Qs in a
two-field model is given by [38, 54, 59],

Q̈s + 3HQ̇s +

[
k2

a2
+Mss + 3ω2

]
Qs = 4M2

pl

ω

σ̇

k2

a2
ψ,

(52)

where

Mss ≡ ŝIJMIJ (53)

and ŝIJ ≡ GIJ(E) − σ̂
I σ̂J . On large scales (again without

requiring slow-roll), Eq. (52) reduces to

Q̈s + 3HQ̇s + µ2
sQs ' 0, (54)

where µs is the effective mass of the isocurvature pertur-
bations, given by

µ2
s ≡Mss + 3ω2. (55)

From this it follows that massive isocurvature pertur-
bations decay as Qs ∝ a−3/2, whereas massless isocurva-
ture perturbations effectively freeze-out on super-horizon
scales, analogous to the curvature perturbation.

The behavior of µ2
s for our two-field model is shown

in Fig. 6, for ξ in the range 1/10 ≤ ξ ≤ 5. (Full sets
of parameters relevant to the plot are listed in Appendix
B.) We note that |µs|/H � 1 at early times, whereas
µs/H � 1 at late times. Each of these examples exhibits
a fast turn from radial inflation to axion inflation, as
indicated by the evolution of the scalar turn rate ω of
Eq. (23), shown in Fig. 7.

The evolution of the isocurvature perturbation Qs is
sensitive to this behavior of µs. We solve Eq. (52) for
modes Qs(k, t) that exit the Hubble radius early during
the radial-inflation phase. We are interested in the be-
havior of modes after they have crossed outside the Hub-
ble radius, so we neglect the source term on the right-
hand side of Eq. (52), which is suppressed for k � aH.
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FIG. 6. The ratio of the mass of the isocurvature perturba-
tions to the Hubble parameter, |µs|/H, for ξ = 1/10 (red),
ξ = 1 (black), ξ = 2.5 (green), and ξ = 5 (blue). The mass
undergoes a sharp transition from |µs| � H to µs � H at the
transition from radial to axion-driven inflation. Each curve
extends to the end of axion inflation, when ε(Nend) = 1 (which
is equivalent to ä(tend) = 0). Initial conditions and other pa-
rameters for the curves shown here are listed in Appendix
B.
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FIG. 7. The ratio of the covariant turn rate to the Hubble
parameter, |ω|/H, for ξ = 1/10 (red), ξ = 1 (black), ξ = 2.5
(green), and ξ = 5 (blue). The turn rate exhibits a dominant
spike and a series of subdominant peaks at the time of the
turn from radial to axion inflation. Each curve extends to the
end of axion inflation, when ε(Nend) = 1. Initial conditions
and other parameters for the curves shown here are listed in
Appendix B. In each case, after the dominant spike the turn
rate oscillates through zero, so log(|ω|/H) formally diverges
to −∞.

The amplitude of modes Qs(k, t) freezes soon after Hub-
ble crossing, with amplitude Qs∗(k). Assuming that the
modes begin in the Bunch-Davies vacuum state, and
adopting the normalization conventions of Ref. [56], we
may approximate the amplitude of these modes as

Qs∗(k) ' H∗√
2k3

, (56)

consistent with a (nearly) scale-invariant power spec-
trum for an effectively massless scalar field. At late

times, after the turn, when µs � H, modes Qs(k, t)
undergo damped oscillations. At the interface between
these regimes, around the time of the turn in field space,
long-wavelength modes Qs(k, t) undergo a brief period
of tachyonic amplification. The mass µs becomes maxi-
mally tachyonic immediately before the turn, as the am-
plitude of the radial field rapidly decreases, consistent
with Eq. (37). See Fig. 8.

The amount by which modes Qs(k, t) are amplified
around the time of the turn from radial to axion infla-
tion increases with ξ and with the initial value of the
axion field, ϑi. Around the time of the turn, we may
parameterize the amplitude of modes on super-Hubble
length-scales as

Qs(k, tturn) ' eA(k)Qs∗(k) , (57)

where A is an amplification factor due to the tachyonic
growth. From Eq. (54), we can approximate this as

A(k) '
∫

dN
|µ2
s|

3H2
, (58)

where the integration is taken over the time period such
that ([k2/a2] + µ2

s) < 0. The magnitude of A(k) is
correlated both with ξ and with ϑi. Before the turn,
µ2
s ' VE,ϑϑ = (M4

plΛ
4/[M2+ξϕ2]2) cosϑi, given Eq. (17).

Due to the constraint M2 + ξv2 = M2
pl, we have v < Mpl

for ξ > 1. Given Eq. (39), for ξ > 1, there will only
be Na > 0 e-folds of axion inflation for initial conditions
such that cosϑi ' −1. Therefore larger values of ξ cor-
relate with larger values of |µ2

s| around the turn from
radial to axion inflation, which generates the largest am-
plification of modes Qs(k, t). This behavior is consistent
with our numerical simulations for the mode with co-
moving wavenumber k∗ equal to the CMB pivot scale,
which we take to be the mode that first crossed outside
the Hubble radius 55 e-folds before the end of inflation.
The peak values of Qs(k∗, tturn) shown in Fig. 8 corre-
spond to A(k∗) ∼ 0 for ξ < 1, A(k∗) ∼ 1.11 for ξ = 1,
A(k∗) = 1.39 for ξ = 2.5, and A(k∗) = 3.27 for ξ = 5.

From the behavior of modes Qs(k, t) we may under-
stand the evolution of S(k, t) and, in turn, the effects
on curvature perturbations R(k, t). Between the time t∗
that a given mode crosses outside the Hubble radius and
the time tturn of the turn from radial to axion inflation,
we have |ω| � H and the amplitudes of both Qs(k, t) and
R(k, t) remain effectively frozen. Given Eq. (47), how-

ever, modes S(k, t) evolve as (H/σ̇) = 1/(
√

2ε(t)Mpl).
For t∗ < t < tturn, we may therefore write

S(k, t) =

√
ε∗
ε(t)
R∗(k). (59)

Given the growth of ε(t) during the radial-inflation phase
(see Fig. 9), the amplitude of modes S(k, t) is suppressed
by more than an order of magnitude between t∗ and tturn.
Around the time of the turn, on the other hand, modes
Qs(k, t) undergo a tachyonic amplification, as in Eq. (57),
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FIG. 8. Evolution of the isocurvature perturbation around the time of the turn in field space. (Left) The mass of the isocurvature
perturbations becomes maximally tachyonic at the transition from radial to axion inflation, as the radial field rapidly approaches
its minimum value, ϕ ' v. (Right) The brief period with µ2

s < 0 and |µ2
s|/H2 > 1 amplifies modes Qs(k, t) on long length-scales,

k � aH, compared to the modes’ magnitude following Hubble crossing, Qs∗. The mode shown here has comoving wavenumber
k∗ corresponding to the CMB pivot scale, which we take to be the mode Qs(k∗, t) that crossed outside the Hubble radius 55
e-folds before the end of inflation. Each curve extends to the end of axion inflation, when ε(Nend) = 1. Initial conditions and
other parameters for the curves shown here are listed in Appendix B.
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FIG. 9. The slow-roll parameter ε = −Ḣ/H2 for ξ = 1/10
(red), ξ = 1 (black), ξ = 2.5 (green), and ξ = 5 (blue). For
each value of ξ, the peak of S(k, t) around the time of the turn
from radial to axion inflation, shown in Fig. 10, corresponds
to the first trough in ε. Initial conditions and other parameters
for the curves shown here are listed in Appendix B. Each curve
extends to the end of axion inflation, when ε(Nend) = 1.

which yields an amplification of modes S(k, tturn) of the
form

S(k, tturn) '
√

ε∗
ε(tturn)

eA(k)R∗(k) , (60)

with A(k) given in Eq. (58). Moreover, around tturn,
the slow-roll parameter ε(t) rapidly reaches a peak and
then falls sharply to a trough. The maximum ampli-
tude of |S(k, t)| corresponds to the trough in ε, as shown
in Fig. 10. Finally, for t > tturn, µ2

s � H2 and hence

Qs(k, t) as well as S(k, t) undergo damped oscillations.
From Eq. (51), we may evaluate the effect on the cur-

vature perturbations R(k, t). In general, the change to
modes R(k, t) for k � aH is given by

∆R(k, t) =

∫ t

t∗

dt′ 2ω(t′)S(k, t′) . (61)

Evaluating Eq. (61) numerically for the mode k∗ corre-
sponding to the CMB pivot scale for the cases shown
in Figs. 7 - 10, we find |∆R(k∗, tend)| ' 0 for ξ < 1,
|∆R(k∗, tend)| ' 0.60R∗ for ξ = 1, |∆R(k∗, tend)| '
2.00R∗ for ξ = 2.5, and |∆R(k∗, tend)| ' 5.03R∗, where
tend is the end of inflation (at the end of the axion-
inflation phase), and R∗ is the amplitude R(k∗, t∗) at
the time the mode crossed outside the Hubble radius,
during the radial-inflation phase. Full sets of parameters
and initial conditions for each of these cases are given in
Appendix B.

The power spectrum of curvature perturbations at the
end of inflation may be written

PR(k,Nend) =

[
1 +

(
∆R(k,Nend)

R∗(k)

)2
]
P(0)
R (k), (62)

where P(0)
R (k) is given by

P(0)
R (k) =

H2
∗

8π2M2
plε∗

, (63)

evaluated at the time that the CMB pivot scale crosses
outside the Hubble radius. Despite the rapid changes in ε
and ω around the time of the turn, there is no discernible
change to the spectral index ns in this scenario: all modes
Qs(k, t) of cosmological interest exited the Hubble radius
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FIG. 10. Evolution of the isocurvature and curvature perturbations between the time of Hubble crossing and the turn from
radial to axion inflation, for modes with comoving k∗ corresponding to the CMB pivot scale. There is negligible growth ofR(k, t)
in the ξ = 1/10 (red) and ξ = 1 (black) cases, whereas |∆R(k, t)|/R∗(k) > 1 for ξ = 2.5 (green) and ξ = 5 (blue). (Here R∗(k)
is the constant amplitude of the mode following Hubble crossing, before the turn.) Initial conditions and other parameters for
the curves shown here are listed in Appendix B. Each curve extends to the end of axion inflation, when ε(Nend) = 1.

many e-folds before the turn, at times when Qs(k, t) and
Qσ(k, t) each evolved as fluctuations of nearly-massless
scalar fields. The turn from radial to axion inflation af-
fects all modes with k � aH uniformly.

Similarly, we may evaluate the power spectrum of
isocurvature perturbations at late times. Around t∗, we

expect PS(k, t∗) ' PR(k, t∗) = P(0)
R (k), given the similar

evolution of Qs(k, t) and Qσ(k, t). Upon using Eq. (60),
the fact that modes S(k, t) decay as a−3/2(t) after the
turn (once µ2

s � H2), and ε(t) ' 1 at the end of axion
inflation, we may then estimate

PS(k,N) ' ε∗ e2A(k)e−3(Nturn−N) P(0)
R (k), (64)

where Nturn is the time of the turn and N is the number
of e-folds before the end of inflation. The combination of
the slow-roll suppression and the additional suppression
during the axion-inflation phase ensures that only a neg-
ligible amplitude of isocurvature perturbations remains
at the end of inflation. Evaluated at the end of inflation,
this is simply

PS(k,Nend) = ε∗ e
2A(k)e−3Na P(0)

R (k), (65)

where Na is the number of e-folds of axion inflation.
The growth of modes S(k, t) around tturn that we have

considered here stems largely from tachyonic amplifica-
tion. For larger values of ξ, the change of S(k, t) could be
further enhanced by parametric resonance, as the radial
field ϕ rapidly oscillates around the minimum of its po-
tential, ϕ ' v. Those rapid oscillations would contribute
quasi-periodic variations to µ2

s(t), akin to the resonances
studied in preheating in similar multifield models with
nonminimal couplings. In general, the strength of such
resonances grows with ξ [60–64], and may become a sig-
nificant factor for the growth of S(k, t) around tturn in

this model for ξ � 1. We leave this interesting possibil-
ity for future research.

V. PREDICTIONS AND IMPLICATIONS FOR
NEXT GENERATION CMB EXPERIMENTS

We now turn to the observable predictions of the model
developed here. The hallmark observables of any infla-
tionary model are the predictions for the scalar spectral
index ns and for the tensor-to-scalar ratio r. We first
consider the impact of the fast turn on the ratio r. For
the multifield axion model under consideration, the am-
plitude of the scalar spectrum is rescaled according to
Eq. (62). Meanwhile, tensor modes on long length-scales
are unaffected by the turn in field space. One can appre-
ciate this from the equation of motion for tensor modes,
at linear order in perturbations (see, e.g., Ref. [65]):

u′′k +

(
k2 − a′′

a

)
uk = 0 , (66)

where primes denote derivatives with respect to confor-
mal time, dτ = dt/a, and uk ≡ ahk, where a is the scale
factor and hk is the tensor mode function. Details of
the evolution of the background system (including the
turn) enter Eq. (66) only through a(t). In the limit of
long-wavelength perturbations, k → 0, Eq. (66) is solved
by uk ∝ a, and hence constant hk. This indicates that
hk is unaffected by any background evolution that oc-
curs long after the tensor mode with wavenumber k has
exited the horizon. Given the lack of enhancement of
tensor modes, the amplitude relative to the scalar per-
turbations, Eq. (62), is suppressed:

r → r

1 + (∆R/R∗)2
, (67)
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where ∆R/R∗ is shorthand for ∆R(k, tend)/R∗(k), and
we consider modes with comoving wavenumber near the
CMB pivot scale k∗. For the parameters considered in the
previous section, this suppression amounts to roughly a
factor of 1.4 for ξ = 1, 5 for ξ = 2.5 and 26 for ξ = 5.

In addition to shifting the amplitude of the scalar per-
turbations, both ns and r are affected by the distinct
expansion history in the multifield axion model, which
generically includes two phases of inflation rather than
only a single phase. In this case, the total number of
e-folds of inflationary expansion is different than what
one would calculate only for the radial phase of inflation.
(See also Refs. [31, 40].) We denote by N∗ the total num-
ber of e-folds of inflationary expansion that occur after
the CMB pivot scale crosses outside the Hubble radius,
N∗ ≡ Nr +Na. The inflationary predictions then follow
from Eqs. (36) and (67):

ns = 1− 2

N∗ −Na
, r =

12α

(N∗ −Na)2

1

1 + (∆R/R∗)2
,

(68)
On the observation side, ΛCDM fit to Planck 2018 data
combined with BICEP-Keck 2015 and BOSS BAO yields
ns = 0.9668± 0.0037 [66]. Fixing N∗ to be less than the
bound N∗ . 67 [67] (see also Refs. [68, 69]), we find that
current data fit to minimal ΛCDM are consistent at 2σ
with Na . 18 e-folds of axion inflation. [66]. The bound
is considerably weaker if other cosmological parameters
are allowed to vary. For example, varying the effective
number of neutrino species Neff within current bounds
allows Na . 25.

Future experiments will significantly improve the sensi-
tivity to r. With this in mind, in Fig. 11 we show the fore-
cast Simons Observatory constraints on this model when
the fast turn is included, using the sensitivity forecasts
in Ref. [70]. The grey contours correspond to observa-
tions by Planck 2018, while the orange and red contours
correspond to expected sensitivities of the Simons Ob-
servatory. The solid red, black, and blue lines show pre-
dictions from a single-field inflationary model with a λϕ4

potential and nonminimal coupling f(ϕ) as in Eq. (10)
with ξ = 1/10 (red), ξ = 1 (black), ξ = 2.5 (green),
and ξ = 5 (blue), in each case with N∗ ranging from 50
to 60 [71–77]. The dots correspond to predictions from
the multifield axion model of Eq. (5) with N∗ = 60 (yel-
low) and 50 (solid red, black, green, and blue), including
Na = 1 − 15 e-folds of axion inflation (increasing from
right to left). From this one can appreciate that for a
fast turn followed by a small number of e-folds of axion
inflation, predictions from the model remain well inside
the forecast contours.

As noted in the previous section, the multifield axion
model under study produces isocurvature perturbations
during inflation as well as (adiabatic) curvature perturba-
tions. The CMB places tight constraints on primordial
isocurvature perturbations among ΛCDM components.
Whereas inflationary isocurvature perturbations are a
necessary condition for observable isocurvature perturba-
tions within the CMB, they are not a sufficient condition.

FIG. 11. Simons Observatory forecast for the ns − r plane,
and constraints on inflation. Image adapted from the Simons
Observatory forecast of Ref. [70]. Predictions for ns and r
based on Eq. (68) with ξ = 1/10 (red), ξ = 1 (black), ξ = 2.5
(green), and ξ = 5 (blue). Yellow dots indicate predictions
for the case in which the CMB pivot scale crossed outside the
Hubble radius N∗ = Nr + Na = 60 e-folds before the end
of inflation, with dots corresponding to Na = 1, 2, ..., 14, 15
e-folds of axion inflation (right to left). Black, red, green,
and blue dots denote N∗ = Nr +Na = 50 e-folds of inflation
after the CMB pivot scale crossed outside the Hubble radius,
with Na = 1, 2, ..., 14, 15 e-folds of axion inflation (right to
left). The red, black, green, and blue solid lines indicate the
predictions from single-field inflation with ξ = 1/10, 1, 2.5,
and 5, respectively, without any turn in field space, with N∗
ranging from 50 to 60.

An observable isocurvature fraction also requires that the
inflationary isocurvature perturbations be transferred to
ΛCDM components. In this context, we may calculate
the maximum possible isocurvature fraction that could
be observed within the CMB, given the amplification of
primordial isocurvature perturbations during inflation.
The observed isocurvature fraction will then be bounded
by

βiso(k) ≤ PS(k,Nend)

PR(k,Nend) + PS(k,Nend)
. (69)

For the multifield axion model, PS(k,Nend) and
PR(k,Nend) are given by Eqs. (65) and (62), respectively.
For this model, we find

βiso(k) .
ε∗e

2A(k)e−3Na

1 + ε∗e2A(k)e−3Na + [∆R(k,Nend)/R∗(k)]2

(70)
across the range of scales k relevant for CMB observa-
tions. As a conservative example, consider Na = 1 with
ε∗ = 3.16×10−4, A(k) = 1.39, and ∆R(k,Nend)/R∗(k) =
2.00, as in the example with ξ = 2.5 considered in the
previous section. In that case, Eq. (70) yields βiso ≤
5.1 × 10−5, well below the present bounds from CMB
observations [66].
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Finally we turn to non-Gaussianity on CMB scales, as
parameterized by the amplitude of the bispectrum, fNL.
As we found in Sec. III, for reasonable choices of param-
eters and initial conditions this model yields Na . 15 e-
folds of axion inflation. That means that the fluctuations
on CMB scales crossed outside the Hubble radius deep
within the radial-inflation phase, prior to the fast turn
and onset of axion inflation. Since both curvature per-
turbations and isocurvature perturbations were massless
at the time they first crossed outside the Hubble radius,
no non-Gaussianity should be generated in this model
beyond the usual, slow-roll suppressed contribution.

The lack of sizeable non-Gaussianity in ultra-light
isocurvature scenarios has been emphasized in many re-
cent works, e.g., Refs. [46, 78–80]. We leave a complete
calculation of fNL, which although unobservably small
may differ in form from the single-field result [78], to fu-
ture work.

An additional feature of the fast turn in field space that
may yield an observable signal would be a short-lived
oscillation of a(t) associated with the rapid turn. Such
“primordial standard clock” features [81–86] might be
observable in the high multipoles of the CMB spectrum,
and remain the subject of further research.

VI. IMPLICATIONS FOR GAUGE FIELD
PRODUCTION

The canonical interaction of an axion field is with
gauge fields [43]. The interaction can be written in com-
ponent form as

Sint =
α̂

4

∫
d4x
√
−g ϑFµν F̃µν , (71)

where ϑ is the axion field, α̂ is the interaction strength
(not to be confused with the parameter α defined in
Eq. (28)), Fµν = ∂µAν−∂νAµ is the gauge field strength,

and F̃µν ≡ εµνρσFρσ. Despite the explicit factor of
√
−g

appearing in Eq. (71), the interaction is actually invari-
ant under conformal rescalings of the metric. This im-
plies that the coupling between the axion and the gauge
field is not rescaled by the conformal factor, even after
performing the transformation g̃µν → gµν .

There is a vast literature on the phenomenology of an
interaction of the form given in Eq. (71) during infla-
tion. The equation of motion for gauge-field fluctuations
is (see, e.g., Refs. [10, 87–89])

d2Ak±
dτ2

+
(
k2 ± 2k

κ

τ

)
Ak± = 0 , (72)

where ± denote the two polarizations of the gauge field,
τ is conformal time (dτ = dt/a), k is the comoving
wavenumber, and κ is given by

κ =
α̂|ϑ̇|
2H

, (73)
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FIG. 12. Evolution of the interaction strength of the axion
field to gauge fields, κ, normalized by the coupling constant
α̂, for ξ = 1/10 (red), ξ=1 (black), ξ=2.5 (green), and ξ = 5
(blue). The interaction strength during the axion-inflation
phase is orders of magnitude larger than its value during the
radial-inflation phase.

where the dot denotes a derivative with respect to cosmic
time, t.

The equation of motion exhibits a tachyonic instability
on large scales, for modes satisfying

k − 2κ

|τ |
≤ 0 . (74)

Due to the k dependence of the effective mass in Eq. (72),
the tachyonic instability is strongest at exactly the mo-
ment of horizon crossing, which occurs when the inequal-
ity of Eq. (74) is saturated. This is reflected in the solu-
tion to Eq. (72), which on large scales is given by [87]

Ak+ =
1√
2k

(
k

2κ∗aH

)1/4

eπκ∗−2κ∗
√

2k/(κ∗aH), (75)

Ak−' 0. (76)

The + polarization state is amplified by a factor of eπκ∗ ,
where κ∗ is κ evaluated at the moment a mode k en-
tered the tachyonic regime of Eq. (74). The amount of
amplification of the mode Ak+ is therefore controlled by
the parameter κ. We plot the evolution of κ, normalized
by α̂, in Fig. 12. The interaction strength during the
axion-inflation phase is orders of magnitude larger than
the strength during the radial-inflation phase.

The production of gauge fields in this manner during
inflation is constrained by primordial black holes [90] and
CMB non-Gaussianity. These constraints apply to modes
with comoving wavenumbers k that exited the horizon
at the early and late times during inflation, respectively.
Interestingly, neither constraint applies to modes that
exited the horizon during the last 10 e-folds of inflation
[90], which is precisely the regime of strong gauge-field
production identified here.

In contrast, as discussed in detail in Refs. [91, 92], there
are tight constraints on the production of gauge fields
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after inflation, namely, during preheating. In the present
model, these constraints are decoupled from the system’s
evolution during the phase of radial inflation. We leave a
detailed study of preheating in this model to future work.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this paper we have studied the multifield dynam-
ics of axion inflationary models. Starting from fairly
generic ingredients — a complex scalar field, a nonmini-
mal coupling, and the typical potential for an axion field
— we have identified an interacting two-field inflationary
model. Given that axion models are inherently multifield,
and that nonminimal couplings are an inevitable feature
of self-interacting scalar fields in curved spacetime, this
scenario captures features that we expect to be common
across axion-inflation models.

The inflationary dynamics exhibit a sharp transition
between phases of inflation predominantly driven by the
radial and axion fields, respectively. The dynamics of
the first (radial) inflation phase are controlled by the
nonminimal coupling ξ, whereas the dynamics of the sec-
ond (axion) inflation phase are set by the axion decay
constant and the axion field’s initial condition. The hi-
erarchy of Hubble parameters during the two phases is
determined by the hierarchy of couplings associated with
the symmetry-breaking potential for the radial field and
with the nonperturbative potential of the axion field.

Cosmological perturbations in this model are readily
studied using the covariant formalism of Refs. [16, 32–
38], which allows for a straightforward calculation of the
conversion of isocurvature perturbations into curvature
perturbations, in terms of the integrated covariant turn
rate of the background fields’ trajectory during the infla-
tionary evolution. From this we find an enhancement of
the amplitude of the primordial curvature perturbation
spectrum on super-Hubble length-scales, up to O(25) for
ξ = 5, generated by the conversion of isocurvature per-
turbations into curvature perturbations at the rapid tran-
sition from radial to axion inflation. We further find
an exponential suppression of isocurvature perturbations
following the transition, PS ∝ e−3Na , where Na is the
number of e-folds of axion inflation.

On the other hand, the tensor perturbations on long
length-scales remain unaffected by the rapid turn in field
space, and hence the tensor-to-scalar ratio r is suppressed
by the relative amplification of the scalar curvature per-
turbations. The predictions for observables such as the
spectral index ns and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r are
shifted to sit well inside the forecasted sensitivity of the
Simons Observatory, see Fig. 11. This implies that val-
ues of the nonminimal coupling ξ that might naively
be ruled out by a non-observation of primordial gravi-
tational waves — such as single-field models with ξ = 5,
which suggest a tensor-to-scalar ratio r ∼ 3−5×10−3 —
would remain consistent with observations once the mul-
tifield dynamics, including the fast turn in field space,

are taken into account.

There are many additional avenues of interest regard-
ing the multifield dynamics of axion inflation. Our analy-
sis has focused solely on the predictions for perturbations
on CMB scales, namely long-wavelength perturbations,
and we have not considered the behavior of modes that
exit the horizon around the time of the fast turn. The
evolution of such modes is known to generate a spike
in the power spectrum, which can be relevant to the
production of primordial black holes [30, 41], and other
phenomena, such as CMB spectral distortions [93, 94].
In addition, we have identified two distinct phases for
the effective interaction strength between the axion field
and gauge fields, which remains suppressed during the
first (radial) phase of inflation but grows rapidly around
the time of the turn to axion inflation. This behav-
ior effectively decouples observable constraints on gauge-
field production during inflation from constraints during
the preheating era. A more detailed study of the phe-
nomenology of gauge-field production in this model, in-
cluding predictions for the spectrum of primordial black
holes and the gravitational wave signature as well as the
dynamics of preheating [88, 95, 96], remain subjects for
further research.
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Appendix A: Field Space Quantities

In the Einstein frame, the nonvanishing components
of the field-space metric are given in Eq. (7). Upon us-
ing Eq. (10) for the nonminimal coupling function f(ϕ),
we find the nonvanishing components of the Christoffel

symbols associated with G(E)
IJ :

Γϕϕϕ =
ξϕ

2fC

[
6ξM2 − C

]
,

Γϕϑϑ = −M
2ϕ

C
,

Γϑϑϕ =
M2

2fϕ
,

(A1)

where we have defined the term

C ≡ 2f + 6ξ2ϕ2 . (A2)
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The Ricci scalar of the field-space manifold in the Ein-
stein frame is given by

RE(ϕ) =
4ξ[1 + 3ξ + (1 + 6ξ)r2

ϕ]

M2
pl[1 + (1 + 6ξ)r2

ϕ]2
, (A3)

where

rϕ ≡
√
ξϕ

M
. (A4)

Appendix B: Parameters for Examples Shown in the
Figures

Fig 4, left panel:

ξ = 1/6, 1/8, 1/10, 1/12, 1/14
v/Mpl = 2
1011λ = 11.9, 6.75, 4.35, 3.04, 2.25
103Λ/Mpl = 1.53
ϕi/Mpl = 14.5, 15.5, 16.2, 16.7, 17.1
ϑi/π = 0.9

Fig 4, right panel:

ξ = 100, 10, 5, 1, 1/2
v/Mpl = 9

10
√
ξ

109λ = 4ξ2

103Λ/Mpl = 1.93
ϕi/Mpl = 0.90, 2.84, 3.97, 8.37, 11.1
ϑi/π = 1− 10−25, 1− 10−8, 1− 10−4, 0.97, 0.90

Fig 5, left panel:

ξ = 1

v/Mpl =
√

99
100

109λ = 4ξ2

103Λ/Mpl = 2.3
ϕi/Mpl = 8.5
ϑi/π = 0.99, 0.975, 0.95, 0.9, 0.85

Fig 5, right panel:

ξ = 1

v/Mpl =
√

99
100

109λ = 4ξ2

103Λ/Mpl = 2.24, 2.17, 2.09, 2.00, 1.90
ϕi/Mpl = 8.5
ϑi/π = 0.95

Examples for Fig 6-11:

Red:
ξ = 1/10
v/Mpl = 3.159
1011λ = 4.185
103Λ/Mpl = 2.34
ϕi/Mpl = 17
ϑi/π = 0.7

Black:
ξ = 1
v/Mpl = 0.995
109λ = 4
103Λ/Mpl = 3.03
ϕi/Mpl = 8.0
ϑi/π = 0.96

Green:
ξ = 2.5
v/Mpl = 0.632
109λ = 25
103Λ/Mpl = 3.60
ϕi/Mpl = 5.41
ϑi/π = 0.99

Blue:
ξ = 5
v/Mpl = 0.447
109λ = 100
103Λ/Mpl = 3.35
ϕi/Mpl = 4
ϑi/π = 0.99
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