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Multi-field inflation from a higher derivative N =1 Supergravity model

G. A. Diamandis *, B. C. Georgalas’, K. Kaskavelis’, G. Pavlopoulos’
National and Kapodistrian University of Athens, Department of Physics,
Nuclear and Particle Physics Section, GR—157 71 Athens, Greece

We study the cosmological evolution of a NV = 1 supergravity model, dual to a higher derivative
supergravity model coupled to scalar fields so that in the Einstein frame the model is ghost free.
We find that this model admit slow roll inflationary solutions showing essentially two-field inflation.
The cosmological parameters calculated for this model lie in acceptable range with corrections of
the order InN/N, N being the number of e-foldings, compared to the Starobinsky inflation model.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of gravity theories including higher order terms of the curvature and its derivatives is well
motivated since in the effective theory of gravity such terms are present [IH3]. The treatment of these
theories is for many purposes facilitated by the fact that they admit a dual description in terms of Einstein
gravity coupled to a certain number of scalar fields [4H7]. The above property and the corresponding
dual description has been extended to N = 1 supergravity models [8, [9]. The major problem for the use
of the dual formulation in the study of these higher order theories is that the scalar fields necessarily
introduced do not correspond to physical degrees of freedom leading thus to ghost states. This happens
inevitably departing from quadratic terms in the curvature tensor and even in special cases of quadratic
generalization of the Einstein gravity. Several attempts to deal with this problem and to construct ghost
free models have been presented in the bibliography [I0HI2]. Certainly the study of the dual description
in an attempt to understand the effect of higher order terms coming from quantum corrections has to do
with the short distance behaviour of gravity. Interestingly enough the extra mode arising in a R + R?
theory and in its supersymmetric extension seem to be relevant for cosmology since in the dual description
one of the corresponding scalar fields is responsible for the inflationary behaviour as is recognized in the
celebrated Starobinsky’s model. The above reasons justify both the history which goes many years back
and the recent revival of the study of generalizations of the Einstein (super)gravity.

In a relatively recent work a N = 1 supergravity model has been presented with highest order terms
of the form R?® and ROR. Allowing kinetic terms for the chiral multiplets needed to be introduced in
the higher order description the auxiliary fields become dynamical. In this way the physical degrees of
freedom match, leading to a ghost free dual form of NV = 1 Einstein supergravity coupled to four chiral
multiplets. Furhermore a preliminary discussion of the cosmology of this model was performed, resulting
to deformation of the Starobinky’s model [I3]. In particular the potential has directions reminiscent of
the Starobinsky model but in the cosmological evolution at least two fields are relevant. Modifications
of the Starobinsky inflation from generalized gravity models are also addressed in the literature [14]. In
this work we perform a detailed analysis of this model with the following order. In the next section

*

email: gdiam@phys.uoa.gr

T email: vgeorgal@phys.uoa.gr

¥ email: kkaskavelis@phys.uoa.gr
§ email: gepavlo@phys.uoa.gr



we give a very short review of the model in discussion. In Sec. III we perform the analysis of the
cosmological evolution pointing out that from the eight real scalars involved, only two are essential for
the evolution, while six of them relax very quickly to their minimum value. In Sec. IV we calculate
the basic cosmological parameters following the literature on multifield inflation [I5HI9]. In particular
corrections of the order InN/N, N denoting the number of e-foldings, to the Starobinsky model are found
keeping this generalization viable. We conclude with the discussion in Sec. V. Many of the details of our
analysis are presented in the two Appendices that close the work.

II. SETTING THE MODEL

The model under consideration is analysed in its basic characteristics in [20]. It is a higher R super-
gravity model described by the following functions of chiral superfields,

Q= T+T+(QP+ Q) +w(X,X,9,9,C,0,Q,Q)
W = T®+QC +h(X,®,C,Q) (1)

with the specific choices for w, h,

20 CC +2XQQ + 28 2P
h(®,C) = 2f(C). (2)

w

h(X7 q)’ C? Q)

where a, A\, 3, are assumed to be positive.
The pure gravitational part in the higher R description is given by

R .(R\ o (R® 3
71L:—— — —_ | = O ~ 2.
c 3f(6>+18(6+RR>+18R 3)

It is known that R™ supergravity models admit a dual description as Einstein gravity models which have
ghost states for n > 2 [9]. In the work mentioned above it was proven that no ghost-states appear in the
ordinary N = 1 supergravity description at the cost of keeping coupling of certain scalar modes in the
higher R description equalizing thus the physical degrees of freedom in the two descriptions. This was
achieved via the introduction of the QQ and the CC terms in the function w.

At the Einstein frame of N = 1 supergravity description of the above model the action is determined
by the Kahler function

QO _
G = -3in (—3) + In(WW) (4)
and if we name the fields T, Q, ®, C collectively as ¢! with I = 1, ...4 the action is given by
4 o — (B _1 I 7] 1 oI
SEinstein = d*zL = dz -9 5 - igljgul/augb 0 ¢ - V(¢ 7¢ ) (5)
where g, is the spacetime metric, g its determinant, R the Ricci scalar and

g[j = 6¢I($~7g7 (6)
the metric in the field space with the indices I, J running over the four complex scalar fields.
The potential is given by
V=9 (QT‘]Q}QJ - 3) ) (7)

where

G =Gt Gr=0,G, Gr = 95G.



Furthermore, in that work it has been showed that the potential becomes stable with the addition of a
stabilizer term —(|®|* proposed in [36] to the function Q and provided that the function f(C) is at most
quadratic in C, of the form

F(C) = fo+ f1C + foC? (8)

with fo, f1, fo real coefficients'. Then the potential has a global minimum with vanishing vacuum energy
at T = —fy, ®=Q = C = 0. Note also that the following resrtictions

fo>0,481—1>0, (Af2— fi + 4darfo + 8)% > 4a(48X — 1) fo. (9)

ensures the absence of tachyonic states.

III. COSMOLOGICAL EVOLUTION

In order to study the cosmological behaviour of the model resulting from , with the inclusion in w
of the term —(|®|* and f(C) given by , we assume a Friedmann-Robertson-Walker metric

ds* = —dt* 4+ a®(t) [dr® + r*dQ)] , (10)

and separating the fields ¢ into real and imaginary parts, we reparametrise our model in terms of eight
real fields denoted by z! with I = 1,...,8. The field equations read

Al 375K L 3H + GV =0, (11)

where G5 = 8Z12Jg, GV = (Gil)
is given by

Il =316 (ac,ggg + 6gZLJK — agf;JLK) and the Hubble parameter

1J >’

a 1 1
H— - .I.J' 12
a \/§ V + 2G[JZ 4 ( )

The fields relevant for the study of the cosmology are w' = {ReT, ReC'}, while the remaining six fields
Xt = {ImT, ReQ, ImQ, ImC, Re®, Im®} will be considered to relax to their zero minimum value. In
particular in the Appendix A it is shown that these fields tend rapidly to their minimum value leaving
the fields w’ to drive the cosmological evolution of the model. Being restricted in the space of these two
fields the potential reads

9
V(ReT, ReC
(ReT ReC) = 303N —1) (ReT T aReC?)?
: ( (48X — 1) ReC2 + (ReC — 2\ (ReT + f(ReC)))> )

(13)
which is a positive semidefinite function and reparametrising as Rel = — foe\/gw and ReC' = c the
corresponding metric becomes 2

b2 2v/6abe 12ab 3
Gyy = X2 Gye = TToxz 0 Gee = X2 where b = e\/;w, X = b—2ac’ (14)

1 Consideration of more general functions of C' may be implemented by introducing additional stabilizing term e.g. —¢’|C|*
but such an option is not examined in this work.

2 It is easily checked that either setting the fields x* to their minimum value in the set of the full equations in , or
working with the restricted lagrangian, leads to the same set of equations to be studied.



The metric can be brought into diagonal form if we set 3.

1
r = —MmM—
eViY _2ne2
c
Y= 3m1 (15)
Ix(a—f2)
The choice of the constant c,s = % in the normalization of ¢ will be explained later on. In the
above basis the metric elements become
3 2
Gupw = 57 Gay =0, Gyy = 120c;, x. (16)
and the potential gets the form
V(x,y) = Vo + Vi(y)z + Va(y)a® (17)
with
9A
Vo =—¢—
O 7 204BA—1)
1—-2fN)72 —12(1-2fiN)?
oo (s Q=207 0P a—2A0?)
8)\2 (a — fg) 8)\2 (a — fg)
Vo = 7+ 10y - 1)+ 1y - 17+ 1y - 1) (18)
with the constant V2(4) > 0.
As is already mentioned the potential is positive apart from the global minimum at ReT = —%, ReC =0

or equivalently at x = 1,y = 0 and possibly along the direction y = I;ﬁ and the limit x — 0, where the
potential tends to the value

E2(1—2f10)2 2
i) mj}O 9 ( 822 (a—f2) T 1)
NG 2(48X — 1)

and by demanding it to be zero, it has real solutions for k only if @ — fo < 0. In order to exclude this
case we shall take from now on a > f» 4. As we will see later for large number of efoldings N the field y
takes the value y =~ 1 or equivalently ¢ & ¢, during inflation. The fine tunning case o = fo means there
is no asymptote value for y or ¢ during inflation and this case needs special treatment which we have not
done in this work.

(19)

A. Evolution of the fields

The behaviour of the solutions is understood analytically although the full solution can be obtained only
numerically. Since we are interested for trajectories initiating away from the minimum of the potential we

3 From now on we take fo = 1/2 which is necessary in order to have canonically normalized Einstein gravity in the dual
description, see [20]
4 An inflation scenario of hill-top form is not considered in this work.



consider the equations for small z (large negative ReT'). The equations of motion for the fields ¢ = {z, y}
at lowest order in x read in this case:

G TG G +3HE + GV = 0=

—302—1—3\/§ L:1'3—4oz02 22 - Wa? +Y2?(y—1)* = 0
z 2\ 283 —1 as
y—1)(a—f2) 3z
—+3 — =0 20
y+ Ly \[\/ 1T T a@ -1 T oa Y (20)

with the constants WY being positive and I‘;k denote now the Christoffel symbols in the space of the

fields . The equations for z and y are written in the lowest non-linear approximation.

Adopting the iteration method for the solution of the non-linear equations and starting from the linear
part of the x equation in eq., that is from the three first term we see that they give a solution for x
which has a negligible contribution to the y equation above. So to zero order in x we get:

—1(a—f2)7
y+3\[\/4m—1 o@pr—1) 07
_1_CleXp< f\/ﬁl&\—l St a+8f2>>
—|—C2exp< \/> /4ﬁA—1 a+8f2>>_ (21)

Clearly the quantity 3 — ¥ D‘\}@f 2 > (0 as a > fy and therefore both exponents are negative °. Conse-
quently, the field y settles down to values near y = 1 for small x. Note that the factor % in the

definition of y in is chosen so that y = 1 becomes the asymptotic value for the minimum of the
potential in the y direction for small z. In the following Figure we show the evolution for the fields
x,y for some representative values of the parameters of the potential and different initial values for x.

The numerical results confirm the above analytical consideration. The field y is driven towards the
minimum in the y direction which for very small x is at y = 1. This indicates that in the (z,y) plane
there is a trajectory perpendicular to which the potential is convex and forces the fields x,y to follow
this trajectory. In order to find the trajectory y(x) which the fields x,y follow after they stabilize their
motion we use the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, derived from the field equations,

2 (G*"H? + G"H?) = 3H> - V. (22)

Expanding it in powers of x according to the Frobenius-Fuchs method

o0
H(z,y) =) Hu(y)z". (23)

n=0
we find that the starting power s of the expansion 1.) must be s = 0 or s = % However, for a
trajectory that starts at x << 1, for s = —3 the kinetic term é (Gmx + nyy ) (GWH2 + nyH2)

is much larger than V(z,y) — VO (the klnetlc term starts in an expansion in  with a negative power of

5 Note that if we set Cy = 0 we may have an acceptable hill-top scenario even for a < fa.
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FIG. 1: Left panel : The evolution of the values of the fields x,y with initial values = 5- 107",y = 0.8 (
Orange Line ), £ = 1075y = 3 ( Blue Line ), z = 107°,y = 0.5 ( Brown Line ), 2 = 107*,y = 3 ( Red
Line ), z = 1073,y = 3 ( Green Line ), z = 5-107%y = 3 ( Black Line ). The values of the parameters
of the potential are « = 0.3,8 = 0.5,A = 1.5, f1 = ?, 2 = 0.2. Right panel: The evolution of the values
of the fields ¥, ReC' with the same initial values and parameters of the potential as before but in the ¥, ReC
basis, namely ¢ = 17.77, ReC = 0.8¢,s = 16 ( Orange Line ), ¢ = 16.9, ReC = 3cqs = 60 ( Blue Line ),
1 = 14.1, ReC = 0.5¢qs = 10 ( Brown Line ) , ¢ = 11.5, ReC' = 3cqs = 60 ( Red Line ), ¥ = 9.5, ReC = 3cqs = 60
( Green Line ) and ¢ = 9.8, ReC = 3c¢qs = 60 ( Black Line ) .

x, whereas the potential with a constant) and therefore it seems that we don’t have a slow roll inflation
which demands 1 (G,,i% 4+ Gy, 9?) << V(z,y). Nevertheless the numerical solution shows that even this
case leads, after a few e-foldings, to slow roll evolution although it is not easy to be proven analytically.
If we restrict the expansion (23]) to s = 0 which obviously satisfy the slow-roll condition we obtain an
ordinary power series.
Inserting the expansion in in the Hamilton-Jacobi equation and furthermore expanding the func-
tions H;(y), H/(y) involved in series in y around y = 1, which is an attractor for x << 1, we can calculate

the quantities H;(1), H{(1), H/ (1), H/" (1), .... Furthermore expanding y as
y=1+yx+y2®+... (24)

we can solve the equation of the trajectory y(z)

d GWH
d—z:y1+2y2x+...=GmHy (25)

using the coeflicients H;(1), H{(1), H/'(1), H/” (1), ... that we have calculated from the Hamilton-Jacobi
equation.
The result is

B 48X —1
T T (0 fy)
(1-2f12)2
Y (48X —1) (45)\*14‘4)\2 (a+ f2) (m*l))_ (26)

16A* (a — f2) 2

and for the velocities &,y for small z:



vgx2 + v3x3

¥ = y1vox® + (2vyz + vay1) 2° (27)

B / 1—2f1 )2
2= \/; 46)\—1 8)\2a—f2)+1>

O (83%(a— L)+ (1 =2AN2)" +9(4BA = 1)(1 = 2A1))? o8
o 363N /2(a — f2)2\/ABA =1 ' 28)

The form of this trajectory is also confirmed from the numerical solutions with the mere assumption
that the initial conditions imposed are far from the minimum of the potential as is the case for the
cosmological study of the model.

with

IV. CALCULATION OF THE NUMBER OF E-FOLDINGS AND OF COSMOLOGICAL
PARAMETERS

In this subsection we summarize the results concerning the cosmological parameters leaving the details
which are presented in Appendix B. We will use the trajectory found in the previous subsection as it is
an attractor for all the trajectories that start at asymptotic values of z and y. This is necessary in order
to have the required high number of e-foldings. The number of e-foldings with the redefinitions

L=4 -1, p=a— f,

and (the already defined)

o = A1
as = 4)\ (Oé — fg)
is given by:
N:/d /nydt /dlnH:
TendsYend 1 8H aH
= / (dx + dy) =
T Yx O y y=1+y1z+y22%+...
3 (o - ) 27 2
T Tend Tend 123°Lc¢ 5
= 1 as O
4(1 +2pc3,) Og( T ) ((L+1)2<1+2pcgs)2 12) +0(e2) =
3 (:% B wd) Tena\ (12B 5
= + log Y Iz 127 O(T1, Tna), (29)
with e = —%,
BQLCQ
A=1+4+2p B= 25
+ PCuss (L T 1)2

The values x., y. are the pivot values of the fields =,y and Tend, Yeng are the values of the fields x, y where
inflation ends.



For later use we can also express z. as a function of IV using the expansion for large N:

1 1 1

Substituting it in and equating the equal powers of N we get

L B
VT A1+ 2pe2,) T aA
14462 L2,
(65— ) (5 1n)
A2 P —
16 (1 + 2pcZ,) 164
(1448 — 5A%) 2epqlog (24%end) — 94
Ay = : . i
3 16A37,0,4 + O(zpq) (31)
IJ

The slow roll matrix €' is given by [16]:

1 _ 0"’ _ 2GIMGJNH,MH,N.

Y:E H?

(32)

If we are restricted in the fields ¢¢, after the substitution y = 1+ 312 + 3222 +. .. all elements are only
functions of z and are of lowest order % i.e. €// = O(z*) and are therefore small for small z. The slow

roll parameter ey is defined as ey = —% = G17¢!’ and comes out to be with the redefinitions :
4 2\ 2 8 3 2 2\ 2 14452chs
= - 1+2 — 1+2 5(1+2 -3 ) =
€H 3']7 ( + pcas) + 271‘ ( + pcas) ( + pcas) (L ¥ 1)2
4
= ngAQ + %xBA (54 — 144B) , (33)

being also small for x << 1 where inflation occurs.

As far as the spectral index ng and the tensor to scalar ratio r are concerned we remind that in our
case we have eight real scalars, and although six of them take quickly the zero value, the perturbations of
the metric and the fields in these directions have to be taken into account, as in principle they may affect
the cosmological observables. In Appendix [A] we prove that they don’t play any role in the cosmological
observables ng,r. In Appendix Bl we repeat the formulation described mainly in [23] and [24] for the
calculation of ng, r for the case of two field inflation.

A. Spectral index

The spectral index is defined in terms of the power spectrum Pgr by

dl?’LPR
"0 ik (34)
at k = aH. Note that 94k — dlnc(l‘tlH) =44 % = (1-¢€)H so
d 1 1d
_ ld 35
dink 1—eHdt (35)

The result, keeping the leading and subleading term, with Pr, calculated in Appendix in (B48)) and
using for the time derivative of z, is:



8 8 98882 Lc2,
s = ——x, (202, + 1) + —22 | (12K — 19) (2pc2, +1) 2 4+ ———2as 36
n 3x(pcas+)+27r*(( ) @rcas +1) "+ =7 (36)
With the substitutions A = 1+ 2pc2,, B = %% and with K = 2 — In2 — 5 ~ 0.7296 (with ~ the

Euler-Mascheroni constant) for ng reads:

_ 8Au, n ExQ
3 27"

Substituting z. as a function of the number of e-foldings by we get

ne = (12K — 19) A* + 288B) . (37)

+ 5A% — 144B InN
6A2 N2

1 3 5 24B 4ATepnq 48B 19 1
N2 == Jlog| —— |+ —5 +2K - — :
+ N2 <2Axend + (6 A2 > 08 ( 3 ) + A2 + 6 + O(xend)) (38)

ns = —

=]

B. Tensor to scalar ratio

The tensor power spectrum is given by [25]

H,

pﬁ—stfu+%Knu> (39)

with K =2 —1n2 —~.

Keeping the leading and subleading term in z, we have

P 3cas 3Ac,s n
= - :1;
T " 4r2VBL 272VBL

and by taking the ratio r = 7757:* with Pr, given by 1) we get

O(a?) (40)

r

644%22 128 4 4 <144B

. - A% +12K5), (41)

Substituting =, as a function of the number of e-foldings by the result reads

12 2(5A% — 144B) InN
T = — — +

N2 A2 N3
1 18 2 ((144B — 5A42) log (44zend) 4 A2(12K — 5) + 144B
b Lo 2 Jlog (FF5t) + AT =) $1MB) | 1 1) (a2)
N Axend A

For the determination of x.,q we require the absolute value of 7, (which is defined as 7,, = ;/ 7% with

V,o defined in (B13) to be smaller than unity, therefore 6

6 The results are not sensitive in different way of determining Z¢,q.
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_4Amend i 128 Bx2

end 1
3 3

3
241+ +/T—96A

with A = 2. The eq. (43) has a solution for A < gs. For A > & we require as an estimation for where
inflation ends

Noo = =—1=Teng = (43)

oo A 1

= nd = — = ———. 44
Qi omrny 07 Tend = Gup = GIAA (44)
Then the cosmological parameter ns; can be written for A < %:
2 5= 144A InN
s T TN 6 N2
12K + 288A + 63/T — 96A + (5 — 144A) log (ﬁ) ~13
4
+ e (45)
1
and for A > g
_ 2 n 5 — 144A InN
s T TN 6 N2
12K + 864A + (5 — 144A) log (37 ) — 19 (46)
62 ’
The tensor to scalar ratio can be written for A < %
12 InN
2 (12K + 1447 — 63/T — 96A + (144A — 5)log (ﬁ) - 11)
+ NE (47)
1.
and for A > g5:
12 InN
2 (12K — 432A + (144A — 5)log (42x) — 5

In figure we plot ng, r given by egs — as a function of the number of e-foldings N and of the
parameter A and we show indicatively the physical region dictated by observations [26H29] for ng,r and
the number of e-foldings N.

We observe that the maximum allowed value of A is A =~ 0.16 and that the tensor to scalar ratio is
small, 0.0034 < r < 0.005, typical for the Starobinsky model. Concluding we have an in principle viable
model giving small deviations from the original one field inflation Starobinsky model.

V. SUMMARY - CONCLUSIONS

In this work we make a detailed study of the properties regarding the inflationary behaviour of a N =1
supergravity model. This model involves four chiral multilpets and it is dual to higher order supergravity
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FIG. 2: The physical region is where the three individual regions overlap. That is the number of e-foldings
is between 50 and 60 and ns is within the experimental bounds. Furthermore, we observe that the appropriate
values of r are those of the Starobinsky model. We see that the overlapping ends when A > 0.16.

containing R? and ROR terms. These terms are purely gravitational and of k2 order, where & is the
gravitational coupling constant. Despite the fact that there is a qubic term in the scalar curvature,
its dual description is ghost free. This happens since in the higher order description gravity remains
coupled to certain complex scalar fields and notably to one of the auxiliary fields of the chiral multiplets
maching thus the physical degrees of freedom between the two descriptions. This occurs by including in
the Lagrangian kinetic terms for the chiral mutiplets which cease from being just Lagrange multipliers.

The basic features of the cosmology derived from this model are the following. From the eight scalar
fields involved, only two are crucial for the cosmological evolution, under very mild and natural conditions.
There are solutions exhibiting slow roll behaviour in which two fields take part while the rest relax almost
immediately to their minimum value. The resulting evolution certainly suggests relation to the existence
of attractors studied in the bibliography [36H41], although the precise connection is not explored in this
work. Furthermore perturbations of these fields do not affect considerably the cosmological parameters.
From the calculation of the cosmological parameters it turns out that the leading order correction to the
result from the Starobinsky model, which is phenomenologically viable, is of order InN/N where N is the
number of e-foldings. Therefore the generalization considered yield reasonable results regarding the slow
roll inflation and the cosmological parameters evaluated from this.

Concluding two remarks are in order. The first has to do with the fact that the requirement for a
stable potential led to consider the function f(C) to be quadratic in C. For general f(C') we expect that

a term of the form —~ (C C_’)2 in the Kéhler function is adequate to stabilize the potential as is the case
with the term introduced by Kallosh for the chiral field ®. Note that such terms exist in the effective
Kahler function. The sign of the coefficient may lead to stability or further instability. The second remark
concerns the scalar fields required to work in the dual description. We have seen that only two of them
are crucial for cosmology that is they have to do with the long range behaviour of the model. We expect
that this feature holds if we consider even higher order terms of the effective action. That is, although
in the Einstein frame in fact a large number of scalar fields are present, only few of them are crucial for
cosmology and the majority have to do with the ultraviolet behaviour of the theory. Certainly definite
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answers in favour or against the above claims need much further work.
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Appendix A: Determining the degrees of freedom essential for cosmology.

In this appendix we show that the cosmologically relevant fields are the two fields y* = {ReT, ReC'}
while the six fields ImT, ReQ, ImQ,ImC, Re®, Im® obtain very quickly zero value. If we linearize
the system of equations towards the six fields x* = {ImT, ReQ, ImQ, ImC, Re®, Im®} we obtain
equations of the form

X' =My 9O + Ny 9 )% (A1)

and defining p; = x*, we have the first order equations

(=(0 () )

The real parts of the eigenvalues of the matrix M = < 18[ ]1[ > are negative for ReT, ReC in the regime

=~ 0,y ~ 1, with =,y defined in , if we consider as plausible values for the velocities ReT", ReC those

given by the slow roll motion 3H7y' = —GijVj with H = 1/% on the plane spanned by y',%? (all other
fields equal to zero). Then the eigenvalues are

Ve

ALz AN -1

A
34 = —V3 S 2

Yoo = 3V3(Fiv7-3) \/86)\)\—2’
V3 ( aX(a —8fy) + 304\5)
Ars = = SavEIN—2 :
2oV ()
A910;11,12 = —g\/g 85)\)\*2 F \/; . (A3)

The existence of such eigenvalues at the linearized level guarantees, according to Picard’s iteration
method, an iterative solution of the full system with each term in the iteration procedure converging
even faster than the linear one.

The numerical analysis indicates that the condition imposed is not necessary for the eigenvalues to
have negative real parts although this is difficult to be shown analytically for the full case. Nevertheless
it can be shown in a reduced case where ImT, Re®, Im® are taken to be zero. Note that this is the
case already in the supersymmetrization of the Starobinsky model. In this case the matrices M, N are
diagonal and as is can be easily seen negative definite with the mere condition adequate for the asbsence
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of tachyonic fields which is already imposed. The equation determining the eigenvalues of the reduced
matrix is equivalent to solve three quadratic equations

/\2 — )\l/i - My = 0
where u;, v; the negative diagonal elements of the matrices M, N correspondingly. Obviously the solutions
of the above equations have negative real parts.

Next we pay attention on how perturbations of the fields x* may affect the power spectrum of the
curvature perturbations. Starting from the action

R 1
SEinstein = /d4l‘\/ -9 |:2 - QGIJgﬂyauzlal/zJ - V(ZI) (A4)

with respect to z! we get the equations of motion

P T 8,00, — GV = o (45)

with I'} - (27) the Christoffel symbol in field space. Following [I8] we perturb each scalar around its
background value

2 (a#) = ¢! (t) + 86" (a*) (A6)

and correspondingly the metric around the FRW metric [15] B30} B1]

ds? = —(1+ 2A)dt* + 2a(0; B)dz'dt + a® [(1 — 24)6;; + 20;0; E] dw'da’. (A7)

We then consider linear perturbations of ¢! = Qf + O(Q?) and introducing the gauge-invariant
Mukhanov-Sasaki variables [15] [30, [31]

I _ ol QLI
Q =9 + g (A8)

eq. (A5]) splits into background and perturbation equations

D' +3HE' + GV = 0

k2 1 a® ;.
D?QI +3HD, Q' + aﬁdlj + MI] - E'Dt (HSDIS@J)] QT =0 (A9)

where D; denotes the covariant derivative in the field space and
ML = GE(DyDV) — Ri v 9" eM (A10)

with R, the curvature tensor in this space.
If we define |p!| = 6 = \/Gry¢p7 and the unit vector along the background orbit

I
fl=%. (A11)
g

and
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wl =Dl 3 = d , w=Vwlwr (A12)
o) —5ls! (A13)

denoting the vectors in the perpendicular directions we get

Dl = —we! —1! (A14)
and
1
HI = aMaKlea MO’K = &IM% (A15)
Furhtermore the relations
6! =501 =0 (A16)

hold meaning II is perpendicular to the plane spanned by 67, 37, In our case II! = 0 because &, 5! lie
on a steady plane of the coordinates Re(T'), Re(C) (or equivalently of x,y) and therefore the variation
with time of ' lies on that plane also.

Using the above relations the equations of motion for the adiabatic (parallel)

QO’ =07 QI
and the entropy (perpendicular )perturbations
Qs = 31 QI
become
i . k2 s 1.d (a3
Q0+3HQU+ |:CL2+M0'J_W _E% ( H ):| QO'_
_,d Ve  H vl
and

. . k2 H/d (H. 2H
Oy +3HQu + |5 + Moo +30> —T2| Qo — 422 (2 (20, ) - Z2wq, ) =
a ocH \dt \ ¢ ol

= -D, (I,B’) —1,D,B’ — M,;B’ —3H (11,B”). (A18)

correspondingly. Note that B; denote the projection of the fields along the six directions in which the
background fields take zero value. The reduced metric in this space is y'.

We note that % (% (gQU) -2, 5> = ';—E\IJ where U is the Bardeen potential [32] and this term

o

is neglected if k << aH (we work in the super-horizon limit). Furthermore we observe that if II! = 0
and M,;B” = 0, then the fields B! don’t affect the evolution of @, and Q.. This is the case in our
model since we have already discussed that II/ = 0 as the vectors 67,3’ lie on a steady plane along the
motion. However the matrix M, has zero elements M, j, M,y for J along these directions. Therefore
M, ;B = 0 and the six B! fields don’t affect the entropy perturbations which on their turn affect the
adiabatic perturbations. Therefore, the power spectrum of the curvature perturbations is not affected by
the perturbations B’ of the six fields {ImT, ReQ, ImQ, ImC, Re®, Im®}.
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Appendix B: Calculation of the spectral index and tensor to scalar ratio
1. The power spectra

In this Appendix we follow closely and repeat for completeness the formulation in [22] 23], applied in
the pertinent model. We note that the action of our model can be cast in the form

2b(9)

5= [atev=a |5 - 50000 - @00 - V(6. (B1)
with the redefinition
z(¢) = V3o y=x and b(¢)= 2 + 1ln (12ac,) (B2)
i \/6 2 as

and then the background motion of the fields is given by

b+3H)+Vy = bye®?
X+ (3H +2b50)x + e 2V, = 0 (B3)

and the Friedmann equations read

24 62bx2}

H? :% %Jr% 4V, (B4)

We will study the perturbations in the longitudinal gauge in which the perturbed metric is given by

ds* = —(1+2®)dt? + a*(1 — 20)dz? (B5)
and the scalar fields ¢, x are perturbed as

¢(t,x) = o(t) +00(t, x)
x(tx) = x(t) + dx(t, ) (B6)

The study is mainly performed in the "rotated” basis

b0 = cos06¢ + sinbe’Sy
ds —sinfdp + coshe’dy (B7)

where

. .
? , sinf = ﬁ ¢2 e2by2 (B8)
o o

cos =

and in the gauge invariant Mukhanov-Sasaki variables [I5], 30} 3], defined by
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Qo = d0 — 7. (BY)

In this basis the background equations become

G+3H5+V, =0
0+ K + byosingd = 0, (B10)
(o2

and the perturbations can be written as

)y 3g Ve )y k2 Coo Cos -
(5)+ (s 5 ) (%) [ (G @) (%) ®1)

The coefficients Cy,p, Cys, Csy, Css are given by

H 2H?
V. Vo Vs oV

2 . .4
Coo = Voo — (‘:}}) + QUVU +36% — 7 by (s%ceVg + (cg + 1) soVs)

s 3 3
Cys = GHF +2 poais 2V,s + 7+ 2by (s5Ve — Vi)
Vs VoVs oV
CSO’ = _GHJ -2 ?’ > >
o o2 * H
Vi\?
Cos = Vi — <0> + by (1 + s5) oV + bgcgseVs — 6703 (B12)

where we have used the fact that by = 0 for our model and sg = sinf, cy = cosf and

Vo = &'Vi, Ve=3'V;
Voo = 6167V1y, Voo =618V, Vs = 3157V, (B13)

with
61 = (cosh, e bsind) , 51 = (—sinb, e bcosh) , I = {4, x}. (B14)

the adiabatic and entropy ”vectors” in field space. Also with the substitutions u, = aQ, and us = ads
the equations 1) read in conformal time 7 , defined by dr = %:

d2 " d
[(W+k2_i)1+QSM+PKZ:>:O (B15)

where

0 L
S—(a:so)

2 200 _9dVe
p— [, @Co —aCn—2%52) (B16)
a*Cso + 2952 a*Cls

In the slow roll approximation we have
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=% = Hijgs — by0sj.- (B17)
g

Furthermore, using the exact relation o’ = a2H, and the quantity %/ up to order 2 is given by

(2+3¢) = iQ (2+4(1 +2pc2,)%2® + O(2%)), (B18)

T

a” 1
JR— % —_
a T2
and a up to order x2 is given by

—(1+¢ —(1+3(1+2pc2,)%?+ O(a?)
a =~ (HT ) = (1+5 e ) (B19)

where the slow roll parameters are given by

_H Vi
=g nry = 3H2 (B20)
Then the equations (B15) read
d? 2+ 3¢ 1d 11/
— k- 1+2E-— + M- 7)=0 B21
{<d72+ T2 ) + Td7'+ 72} (Us ) (B21)

with

_ 0 —Nos + 533
E B ( Nos — 582 0

_( —6€+ 3050 + 3Esiey 41,5 — 4EsS
M= ( Moy — 25 3nss — 3co(1 + 53) (B22)

and £ = ﬂbqgﬁ.
The above system is of the form
v’ 4+ 2Lu’ + Qu = 0. (B23)

with L and Q determined appropriately from (B21)). Introducing a time-dependent orthogonal matrix
R which satisfies R’ = —LR. and with the change of variables © = Rv we obtain

"+ R(-L* - L'+ Q)Rv=0. (B24)
The matrix L2 = %2 is quadratic in the slow roll parameters in E so it is much smaller than T%
Furthermore L’ = f% + E% and since the slow roll parameters in E vary very slowly with time therefore
we get
E
2 !~
-L"-L' =~ 2 (B25)

Then the part —L? — L/ + Q apart from the part proportional to the identity matrix contains



1 — 2 _£e3
= (E + M) 3 ( 2e + Noo + 58009 Nos 680 >

T - ﬁ Nos — 582 Nss — 500(1 + 33)

which is a symmetric matrix and can be diagonalized by a matrix R. at Hubble crossing

f{* _ ( cosO, —sinBO, )

sin®, cosO,

yielding

‘We note that in our model:

£ = % (2pc2, + 1)z + O(2?)
€ = % (2pc2, + 1)2 z® + O(z?)
Tow = —3 (29 + 1) 2+ O?)
e m¢mn@§fﬁzigma+lhyz+o@w%
e = 3 (fj ot e ;22p+(21[;§ff2+i)p>+ T s o)
o = 1— 645"‘(5}?%)(5;; p) 2+ 0z

and therefore

(0@ 0@
M+E‘<mﬁ® o(1) )

s0 c0s0, = 1+ O(2°), sin®, = O(x/?).
By introducing around Hubble crossing

w = fi*_lR*v

the system of equations (B24}) decouple and become

1
wly + k2—§(2+3AA) wy =0, with A =1,2

with

18

(B26)

(B27)

(B28)

(B29)

(B30)

(B31)

(B32)
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Aa=e—3ha (B33)

The solution of (B32)) with the appropriate asymptotic behaviour is

wa = gei(ur‘r%)% h—THﬁlA)(—kT)eA(k) (B34)

where H I(B is the Hankel function of the first kind of order, pa = /2 + 34 and the e4(k) are two

normalised Gaussian random variables.
By the regular definition of the power spectra

(@a(K)Q(K) = 870 -+ 1) T P (B35)

and the independence of variables wq,ws we have

a2(Q1Q,) = cos?0.(wiw) + sinO, (whw,) (B36)
1
a?(6s'Q,) = 532'7129* (w{wﬁ—(w;wgﬂ (B37)
a?(8st6s) = sin®O, (wliwy) + cos?O, (whw,) (B38)
where we substitute
(whwa) = T (=) | HQ (—k7) = = Fa(~kr). (B39)
A 4 Ha 2k (k7)?
Then, by noting that
H
R=—Q,
o)
H
S=-Q, (B40)
o
we have
H2 \°
Pr. = <27T; > (1 —26.) [cos®©, Fi(—kT) + sin®O, Fo(—k)] (B41)
o2 2 51n20,
Crs, = <2 : > (1—2e,) [F1(=kT) — Fo(—kT)] (B42)
TO 2
H? \?
Ps. = (2 * ) (1 —2e,) [5in*O.F1(—kT) + c0s* O, Fo(—kr)] (B43)
e
Here we mention that cos?© = 1+ O(z°) whereas sin?© = O(z°). Therefore, if we are to keep

terms of order O(1), O(z!) in the square brackets for P, as leading and subleading terms then we take
c0sO, ~ 1,sin © = 0 and we have
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Pr. = ( H, )2(1 96 )Fi(—kr). (B44)

- 210,

Due to the fact that \; = € — A\; = O(x) << 1 we can expand g = % + A1. 7 The function F;(x) can
be expanded as

™
Fi(0) = 5x° Hs 200 (1+ 22a9(x)) = (1+x%) (1 +219(x) (B45)
with
1 aHP(x
g(x) = Re D 2 (00 (B46)
Hyp(x) O u=3/2
Then we get
Pr. = H; 2(1+k272)(1—26) 142 (ex — (2 + M50 +E€s50)) g K =
R 276, * ¥ 70 TS0 aH,
a2 \? - k
Pr, = (27“7*) (1 + k*7 ) {1 —2¢, + (664 — Nooe — 2£480+Cox) g <aH* >} (B47)

Assuming the ”constant slow roll approximation” [23], that is the slow roll parameters remain constant
for few efoldings after the Hubble crossing we can take the limit k7 — 0, ﬁ — 0 and we have

H2\®
Pr. — (27?;) [1 = 26, + (6. — Noos — 26e500c02)  (0)] =
UL+ 1) (22, +1) % + T282LE2,
P = GO -7(L+1) (2pc5, +1)° +726%Les, 2 9(L+21) _ (may
[647r2ﬂL(L+1) (2pc2, +1)3} x [256728L (2pc2, +1) %«

and since 7gs > 0, and it is of order 75, = O(1) then in the limit k7 — 0

Fo(—kr) = 0 (B49)

and therefore we get the single field result from the adiabatic perturbations. Then,

Crs. = O(z'/?)
Ps, = O(z3). (B50)

After Hubble crossing following [23] we can write eqs (B11])

7 Here we note that nss = O(1) i.e. large and therefore we couldn’ t expand us around % However, it wasn’ t necessary

since the system up to the leading and subleading term of the curvature perturbations was diagonal and we needed only
p1 expanded around % since A1 is small.
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Q, ~ A'HQ, + B'Hés
6s ~ D'Hés, (B51)
with
A = e + 2 — Ecpsi
B' = —2n,, +2¢s)
D' = —ng +Eco(1+ s2) (B52)

The integration of the above differential equations gives [24], [33H35)] :

N ’ N
GIN* AldN (Qa’* + (58* /

*

Q

Qs(N) B’JdN)

0s(N) =~ 63*effjvv* D/dN, (B53)

with 5 = [ 1]\;[ (D" — A’)dN. Then the power spectrum Pr becomes

N 2 N
Pr(N) ~ Pri + Ps. ( / B’JdN) + 2Re (Crs«) / B'¢7dN (B54)
N, N,

Therefore we have to calculate the leading order of | JJ\Y B'e7dN and see if it changes the spectral index

evaluated a few efolds after Hubble crossing Pr.. Then (D' — A')H = —ns,sH = O(1) = —T in leading
order in x and we get

r 1 o1 I /1 1
5= / (D' — AH ~dx = —F/ sdr = — ( - ) ; (B55)
T x z, U2 V2 \ T Tk

where we have used & 22 by . Then B’ is of order (’)(:U5/2) in leading order in x and we get

ZTend - Tend 1 Tend ,.5/2
/ B’e”de/ 75/2ev3 Gz >de~/ L G Hdr ~

Vo2
Tend A
N/ P1/2A =)
T

2 <4A3/2F <\/Z> ¥ (m(m + Tong) — AA32F <\/Z>> AETE) - meayt a:*)>
3 \/ﬂ LTend

* *

~ (e7m) + 0, (B56)

with F the Dawson Function and A = =

From , we observe that for .7:2( kT) = 0, Crs = O(Prx?/?) and Ps = O(Pgrz?) and the
super- Hubble evolutlon adds a 2° to Ps and a 25/2 to CRS Therefore these terms are subleading to Pr.,
so the spectral index can be safely calculated by Pr..
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