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We study the cosmological evolution of a N = 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 lnN/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 [1–3]. 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 [4–7]. 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 [10–12]. 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 + R2

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 R3 and R2R. 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 N = 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 [13]. 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
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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 [15–19]. In particular
corrections of the order lnN/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,

Ω = T + T̄ + (QΦ̄ + ΦQ̄) + ω(X, X̄,Φ, Φ̄, C, C̄,Q, Q̄)

W = TΦ +QC + h(X,Φ, C,Q) (1)

with the specific choices for ω, h,

ω = 2αCC̄ + 2λQQ̄+ 2β ΦΦ̄

h(X,Φ, C,Q) = h(Φ, C) = Φf(C). (2)

where α, λ, β, are assumed to be positive.
The pure gravitational part in the higher R description is given by

e−1L = −R
3
f

(
R

6

)
+
α

18

(
R3

6
+R2R

)
+

β

18
R2. (3)

It is known that Rn 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 QQ̄ and the CC̄ terms in the function ω.

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

G = −3ln

(
−Ω

3

)
+ ln(WW̄ ) (4)

and if we name the fields T,Q,Φ, C collectively as φI with I = 1, ...4 the action is given by

SEinstein =

∫
d4xL =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
− 1

2
GIJ̄gµν∂µφI∂ν φ̄J̄ − V (φI , φ̄Ī)

]
(5)

where gµν is the spacetime metric, g its determinant, R the Ricci scalar and

GIJ̄ = ∂φI φ̄J̄G, (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 = eG
(
G ĪJ ḠĪGJ − 3

)
, (7)

where

G ĪJ = G−1
IJ̄
, GI = ∂φIG , ḠĪ = ∂φ̄ĪG.
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Furthermore, in that work it has been showed that the potential becomes stable with the addition of a
stabilizer term −ζ|Φ|4 proposed in [36] to the function Ω and provided that the function f(C) is at most
quadratic in C, of the form

f(C) = f0 + f1C + f2C
2 (8)

with f0, f1, f2 real coefficients1. Then the potential has a global minimum with vanishing vacuum energy
at T = −f0, Φ = Q = C = 0. Note also that the following resrtictions

f0 > 0, 4βλ− 1 > 0, (λf2
1 − f1 + 4αλf0 + β)2 > 4α(4βλ− 1)f0. (9)

ensures the absence of tachyonic states.

III. COSMOLOGICAL EVOLUTION

In order to study the cosmological behaviour of the model resulting from (5), with the inclusion in ω
of the term −ζ|Φ|4 and f(C) given by (8), we assume a Friedmann-Robertson-Walker metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
[
dr2 + r2dΩ

]
, (10)

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

z̈I + ΓIJK ż
J żK + 3HżI +GIJV,J = 0, (11)

where GIJ = ∂zIzJG, GIJ =
(
G−1

)
IJ

, ΓIJK = 1
2G

IL
(
∂GLJ
∂zK

+ ∂GLK
∂zJ

− ∂GJK
∂zL

)
and the Hubble parameter

is given by

H =
ȧ

a
=

1√
3

√
V +

1

2
GIJ żI żJ . (12)

The fields relevant for the study of the cosmology are wi = {ReT,ReC}, while the remaining six fields
χi = {ImT,ReQ, ImQ, ImC,ReΦ, ImΦ} 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 wi to drive the cosmological evolution of the model. Being restricted in the space of these two
fields the potential reads

V (ReT,ReC) =
9

8λ (4βλ− 1 ) (ReT + αReC2)2

·
(

(4βλ− 1 )ReC 2 + (ReC − 2λ (ReT + f(ReC)))
2
)
.

(13)

which is a positive semidefinite function and reparametrising as ReT = −f0e
√

2
3ψ and ReC ≡ c the

corresponding metric becomes 2

Gψψ =
b2

X2
, Gψc = −2

√
6αbc

X2
, Gcc =

12αb

X2
, where b = e

√
2
3ψ, X = b− 2αc2. (14)

1 Consideration of more general functions of C may be implemented by introducing additional stabilizing term e.g. −ζ′|C|4
but such an option is not examined in this work.

2 It is easily checked that either setting the fields χi to their minimum value in the set of the full equations in (11), or
working with the restricted lagrangian, leads to the same set of equations to be studied.
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The metric can be brought into diagonal form if we set 3.

x ≡ 1

e
√

2
3ψ − 2αc2

y ≡ c
2f1λ−1

4λ(α−f2)

. (15)

The choice of the constant cas ≡ 2f1λ−1
4λ(α−f2) in the normalization of c will be explained later on. In the

above basis the metric elements become

Gxx =
3

2x2
, Gxy = 0 , Gyy = 12αc2as x. (16)

and the potential gets the form

V (x, y) = V0 + V1(y)x+ V2(y)x2 (17)

with

V0 =
9λ

2(4βλ− 1)

V1 =

[
−
(

1 +
(1− 2f1λ) 2

8λ2 (α− f2)

)
+

(y − 1)2 (1− 2f1λ) 2

8λ2 (α− f2)

]
V0

V2 = V
(0)
2 + V

(1)
2 (y − 1) + V

(2)
2 (y − 1)2 + V

(4)
2 (y − 1)4 (18)

with the constant V
(4)
2 > 0.

As is already mentioned the potential is positive apart from the global minimum at ReT = − 1
2 , ReC = 0

or equivalently at x = 1, y = 0 and possibly along the direction y = k̃ 1√
x

and the limit x→ 0, where the

potential tends to the value

V (x, y = k̃
1√
x

)
x→0→

9λ
(
k̃2(1−2f1λ)2

8λ2(α−f2) + 1
)

2

2(4βλ− 1)
(19)

and by demanding it to be zero, it has real solutions for k̃ only if α− f2 < 0. In order to exclude this
case we shall take from now on α > f2

4. As we will see later for large number of efoldings N the field y
takes the value y ≈ 1 or equivalently c ≈ cas during inflation. The fine tunning case α = f2 means there
is no asymptote value for y or c during inflation and this case needs special treatment which we have not
done in this work.

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 f0 = 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.
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consider the equations for small x (large negative ReT ). The equations of motion for the fields ϕ̃i = {x, y}
at lowest order in x read in this case:

¨̃ϕi + Γijk ˙̃ϕj ˙̃ϕk + 3H ˙̃ϕi +GijVj = 0⇒

ẍ− ẋ2

x
+ 3

√
3

2

√
λ

4βλ− 1
ẋ− 4αc2asx

2ẏ2 −Wx2 + Y x2(y − 1)2 = 0

ÿ +
ẋẏ

x
+ 3

√
3

2

√
λ

4βλ− 1
ẏ +

3λ(y − 1)(α− f2)

α(4βλ− 1)
+

3x

4λα
= 0, (20)

with the constants W,Y being positive and Γijk denote now the Christoffel symbols in the space of the

fields ϕ̃i. The equations for x 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.(20), 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:

ÿ + 3

√
3

2

√
λ

4βλ− 1
ẏ +

3λ(y − 1)(α− f2)

α(4βλ− 1)
= 0⇒

y − 1 = C1 exp

(
−1

2

√
3

2
t

√
λ

4βλ− 1

(
3 +

√
α+ 8f2√

α

))
+

+ C2 exp

(
−1

2

√
3

2
t

√
λ

4βλ− 1

(
3−
√
α+ 8f2√

α

))
. (21)

Clearly the quantity 3 −
√
α+8f2√
α

> 0 as α > f2 and therefore both exponents are negative 5. Conse-

quently, the field y settles down to values near y = 1 for small x. Note that the factor 2f1λ−1
4λ(α−f2) in the

definition of y in (15) is chosen so that y = 1 becomes the asymptotic value for the minimum of the
potential in the y direction for small x. In the following Figure (1) 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 (x, 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
(
GxxH2

x +GyyH2
y

)
= 3H2 − V. (22)

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

H(x, y) = xs
∞∑
n=0

Hn(y)xn. (23)

we find that the starting power s of the expansion (23) must be s = 0 or s = − 3
2 . However, for a

trajectory that starts at x << 1, for s = − 3
2 the kinetic term 1

2

(
Gxxẋ

2 +Gyy ẏ
2
)

= 2
(
GxxH2

x +GyyH2
y

)
is much larger than V (x, y)→ V0 (the kinetic term starts in an expansion in x with a negative power of

5 Note that if we set C2 = 0 we may have an acceptable hill-top scenario even for α < f2.
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FIG. 1: Left panel : The evolution of the values of the fields x, y with initial values x = 5 · 10−7, y = 0.8 (
Orange Line ), x = 10−6, y = 3 ( Blue Line ), x = 10−5, y = 0.5 ( Brown Line ), x = 10−4, y = 3 ( Red
Line ), x = 10−3, y = 3 ( Green Line ), x = 5 · 10−3, y = 3 ( Black Line ). The values of the parameters
of the potential are α = 0.3, β = 0.5, λ = 1.5, f1 = 13

3
, f2 = 0.2. Right panel: The evolution of the values

of the fields ψ,ReC with the same initial values and parameters of the potential as before but in the ψ,ReC
basis, namely ψ = 17.77, ReC = 0.8cas = 16 ( Orange Line ), ψ = 16.9, ReC = 3cas = 60 ( Blue Line ),
ψ = 14.1, ReC = 0.5cas = 10 ( Brown Line ) , ψ = 11.5, ReC = 3cas = 60 ( Red Line ), ψ = 9.5, ReC = 3cas = 60
( Green Line ) and ψ = 9.8, ReC = 3cas = 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

2

(
Gxxẋ

2 +Gyy ẏ
2
)
<< V (x, 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 (23) in the Hamilton-Jacobi equation and furthermore expanding the func-

tions Hi(y), H ′i(y) involved in series in y around y = 1, which is an attractor for x << 1, we can calculate
the quantities Hi(1), H ′i(1), H ′′i (1), H ′′′i (1), . . .. Furthermore expanding y as

y = 1 + y1x+ y2x
2 + . . . (24)

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

dy

dx
= y1 + 2y2x+ . . . =

GyyHy

GxxHx
(25)

using the coefficients Hi(1), H ′i(1), H ′′i (1), H ′′′i (1), . . . that we have calculated from the Hamilton-Jacobi
equation.

The result is

y1 = − 4βλ− 1

4λ2 (α− f2)

y2 =
(4βλ− 1)

(
4βλ− 1 + 4λ2 (α+ f2)

(
(1−2f1λ)2

8λ2(α−f2) + 1
))

16λ4 (α− f2) 2
. (26)

and for the velocities ẋ, ẏ for small x:



7

ẋ = v2x
2 + v3x

3

ẏ = y1v2x
2 + (2v2y2 + v3y1)x3 (27)

with

v2 = 2

√
2

3

√
λ

4βλ− 1

(
(1− 2f1λ)2

8λ2(α− f2)
+ 1

)

v3 = −
(
8λ2(α− f2) + (1− 2f1λ)2

)2
+ 9(4βλ− 1)(1− 2f1λ)2

36
√

6λ7/2(α− f2)2
√

4βλ− 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.

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 x 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 ≡ 4βλ− 1, ρ ≡ α− f2

and (the already defined)

cas ≡
2f1λ− 1

4λ (α− f2)

is given by:

N =

∫
dN =

∫
H(x, y)dt = −

∫
1

ε
dlnH =

= −
∫ xend,yend

x∗,y∗

1

εH

(
∂H

∂x
dx+

∂H

∂y
dy

)∣∣∣
y=1+y1x+y2x2+...

=

=
3
(

1
x∗
− 1

xend

)
4(1 + 2ρc2as)

+ log

(
xend
x∗

)(
12β2Lc2as

(L+ 1)2 (1 + 2ρc2as)
2
− 5

12

)
+O(x0

∗) =

=
3
(

1
x∗
− 1

xend

)
4A

+ log

(
xend
x∗

)(
12B

A2
− 5

12

)
+O(x1

∗, x
1
end), (29)

with ε ≡ − Ḣ
H2 ,

A = 1 + 2ρc2as, B =
β2Lc2as

(L+ 1)2
.

The values x∗, y∗ are the pivot values of the fields x, y and xend, yend are the values of the fields x, y where
inflation ends.
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For later use we can also express x∗ as a function of N using the expansion for large N :

x∗ = A1
1

N
+A2

1

N2
lnN +A3

1

N2
+ . . . . (30)

Substituting it in (29) and equating the equal powers of N we get

A1 =
3

4(1 + 2ρc2as)
=

3

4A
,

A2 =

(
5− 144β2Lc2as

(L+1)2(2ρc2as+1)2

)
16 (1 + 2ρc2as)

=

(
5− 144B

A2

)
16A

A3 =

(
144B − 5A2

)
xend log

(
4Axend

3

)
− 9A

16A3xend
+O(x1

end).. (31)

The slow roll matrix εIJ is given by [16]:

εIJ =
φ̇I φ̇J

2H2
= 2GIMGJN

H,MH,N

H2
. (32)

If we are restricted in the fields ϕ̃i, after the substitution y = 1 + y1x+ y2x
2 + . . . all elements are only

functions of x and are of lowest order x4 i.e. εIJ = O(x4) and are therefore small for small x. The slow

roll parameter εH is defined as εH = − Ḣ
H2 = GIJε

IJ and comes out to be with the redefinitions :

εH =
4

3
x2
(
1 + 2ρc2as

)
2 +

8

27
x3
(
1 + 2ρc2as

)(
5
(
1 + 2ρc2as

)
2 − 144β2Lc2as

(L+ 1)2

)
=

=
4

3
x2A2 +

8

27
x3A

(
5A2 − 144B

)
, (33)

being also small for x << 1 where inflation occurs.
As far as the spectral index ns 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 ns, r. In Appendix B we repeat the formulation described mainly in [23] and [24] for the
calculation of ns, r for the case of two field inflation.

A. Spectral index

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

ns − 1 =
dlnPR
dlnk

(34)

at k = aH. Note that dlnk
dt = dln(aH)

dt = ȧ
a + Ḣ

H = (1− ε)H so

d

dlnk
=

1

1− ε
1

H

d

dt
. (35)

The result, keeping the leading and subleading term, with PR∗ calculated in Appendix B in (B48) and
using (27) for the time derivative of x, is:
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ns = −8

3
x∗
(
2ρc2as + 1

)
+

8

27
x2
∗

(
(12K − 19)

(
2ρc2as + 1

)
2 +

288β2Lc2as
(L+ 1)2

)
. (36)

With the substitutions A ≡ 1 + 2ρc2as, B ≡
β2Lc2as
(L+1)2 and with K = 2 − ln2 − γ ≈ 0.7296 (with γ the

Euler-Mascheroni constant) for ns reads:

ns = −8Ax∗
3

+
8

27
x2
∗
(
(12K − 19)A2 + 288B

)
. (37)

Substituting x∗ as a function of the number of e-foldings by (30) we get

ns = − 2

N
+

5A2 − 144B

6A2

lnN

N2
+

+
1

N2

(
3

2Axend
+

(
5

6
− 24B

A2

)
log

(
4Axend

3

)
+

48B

A2
+ 2K − 19

6
+O(x1

end)

)
. (38)

B. Tensor to scalar ratio

The tensor power spectrum is given by [25]

PT∗ = 8

(
H∗
2π

)2

(1 + 2(K − 1)ε∗) (39)

with K = 2− ln 2− γ.
Keeping the leading and subleading term in x, we have

PT∗ =
3cas

4π2
√
BL
− 3Acas

2π2
√
BL

x+O(x2) (40)

and by taking the ratio r =
PT∗
PR∗

with PR∗ given by (B48) we get

r =
64A2x2

∗
3

− 128

27
A3x3

∗

(
144B

A2
+ 12K − 5

)
, (41)

Substituting x∗ as a function of the number of e-foldings by (30) the result reads

r =
12

N2
− 2(5A2 − 144B)

A2

lnN

N3
+

+
1

N3

(
− 18

Axend
+

2
((

144B − 5A2
)

log
(

4Axend
3

)
+A2(12K − 5) + 144B

)
A2

+O(x1
end)

)
. (42)

For the determination of xend we require the absolute value of ησσ (which is defined as ησσ ≡ Vσσ
3H2 with

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

6 The results are not sensitive in different way of determining xend.
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ησσ = −4Axend
3

+
128Bx2

end

3
= −1⇒ xend =

3

2A

1

1 +
√

1− 96Λ
(43)

with Λ = B
A2 . The eq. (43) has a solution for Λ < 1

96 . For Λ > 1
96 we require as an estimation for where

inflation ends

dησσ
dx

∣∣∣
x=xend

= 0⇒ xend =
A

64B
=

1

64ΛA
. (44)

Then the cosmological parameter ns can be written for Λ < 1
96 :

ns = − 2

N
+

5− 144Λ

6

lnN

N2
+

+
12K + 288Λ + 6

√
1− 96Λ + (5− 144Λ) log

(
2√

1−96Λ+1

)
− 13

6N2
(45)

and for Λ > 1
96

ns = − 2

N
+

5− 144Λ

6

lnN

N2
+

+
12K + 864Λ + (5− 144Λ) log

(
1

48Λ

)
− 19

6N2
. (46)

The tensor to scalar ratio can be written for Λ < 1
96

r =
12

N2
− 2(5− 144Λ)

lnN

N3
+

+
2
(

12K + 144Λ− 6
√

1− 96Λ + (144Λ− 5) log
(

2√
1−96Λ+1

)
− 11

)
N3

(47)

and for Λ > 1
96 :

r =
12

N2
− 2(5− 144Λ)

lnN

N3
+

+
2
(
12K − 432Λ + (144Λ− 5) log

(
1

48Λ

)
− 5
)

N3
. (48)

In figure (2) we plot ns, r given by eqs (45)-(48) as a function of the number of e-foldings N and of the
parameter Λ and we show indicatively the physical region dictated by observations [26–29] for ns, r and
the number of e-foldings N .

We observe that the maximum allowed value of Λ is Λ ≈ 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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0.9554<ns<0.9662

0.0034<r<0.005

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 Λ > 0.16.

containing R3 and R2R terms. These terms are purely gravitational and of κ2 order, where κ 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 [36–41], 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 lnN/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 −γ
(
C C̄

)2
in the Kähler function is adequate to stabilize the potential as is the case

with the term introduced by Kallosh for the chiral field Φ. Note that such terms exist in the effective
Kähler 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 yi ≡ {ReT,ReC}
while the six fields ImT,ReQ, ImQ, ImC,ReΦ, ImΦ obtain very quickly zero value. If we linearize
the system of equations (11) towards the six fields χi ≡ {ImT,ReQ, ImQ, ImC,ReΦ, ImΦ} we obtain
equations of the form

χ̈i = M i
j(y

i, ẏi)χj +N i
j(y

i, ẏi)χ̇j (A1)

and defining pi ≡ χ̇i, we have the first order equations

(
χ̇
ṗ

)
=

(
0 1
M N

)(
χ
p

)
(A2)

The real parts of the eigenvalues of the matrixM≡
(

0 1
M N

)
are negative for ReT,ReC in the regime

x ≈ 0, y ≈ 1, with x, y defined in (15), if we consider as plausible values for the velocities ReṪ ,ReĊ those

given by the slow roll motion 3Hẏi = −GijVj with H =
√

V
3 on the plane spanned by y1, y2 (all other

fields equal to zero). Then the eigenvalues are

λ1,2 = −
√

6

√
λ

4βλ− 1
,

λ3,4 = −
√

3

√
λ

8βλ− 2
,

λ5,6 =
1

2

√
3
(
∓i
√

7− 3
)√ λ

8βλ− 2
,

λ7,8 = −
∓
√

3
(√

αλ(α− 8f2) + 3α
√
λ
)

2α
√

8βλ− 2
,

λ9,10;11,12 = −3

2

√
3

√
λ

8βλ− 2
∓

2i
√

6
√
ζ
(

λ
4βλ−1

)3/2

√
x

. (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, ReΦ, ImΦ 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

λ2 − λ νi − µi = 0

where µi, νi the negative diagonal elements of the matricesM , N correspondingly. Obviously the solutions
of the above equations have negative real parts.

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

SEinstein =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
− 1

2
GIJg

µν∂µz
I∂νz

J − V (zI)

]
(A4)

with respect to zI we get the equations of motion

gµνzI;µ;ν + gµνΓIJK∂µz
J∂νz

K −GIKV,K = 0 (A5)

with ΓIJK(zL) the Christoffel symbol in field space. Following [18] we perturb each scalar around its
background value

zI(xµ) = ϕI(t) + δφI(xµ) (A6)

and correspondingly the metric around the FRW metric [15, 30, 31]

ds2 = −(1 + 2A)dt2 + 2a(∂iB)dxidt+ a2 [(1− 2ψ)δij + 2∂i∂jE] dxidxj . (A7)

We then consider linear perturbations of δφi = QI + O(Q2) and introducing the gauge-invariant
Mukhanov-Sasaki variables [15, 30, 31]

QI ≡ QI +
ϕ̇I

H
ψ. (A8)

eq. (A5) splits into background and perturbation equations

Dtϕ̇I + 3Hϕ̇I +GIKV,K = 0

D2
tQ

I + 3HDtQI +

[
k2

a2
δIJ +MI

J −
1

a3
Dt
(
a3

H
ϕ̇I ϕ̇J

)]
QJ = 0 (A9)

where Dt denotes the covariant derivative in the field space and

MI
J ≡ GIK (DJDKV )−RILMJ ϕ̇

Lϕ̇M (A10)

with RILMJ the curvature tensor in this space.

If we define |ϕ̇I | ≡ σ̇ =
√
GIJ ϕ̇I ϕ̇J and the unit vector along the background orbit

σ̂I ≡ ϕ̇I

σ̇
. (A11)

and
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ωI ≡ Dtσ̂I , ŝI ≡
ωI

ω
, ω ≡

√
ωIωI (A12)

γIJ ≡ GIJ − σ̂I σ̂J − ŝI ŝJ (A13)

denoting the vectors in the perpendicular directions we get

DtŝI = −ωσ̂I −ΠI (A14)

and

ΠI ≡ 1

ω
MσKγ

IK , MσK ≡ σ̂IMI
K . (A15)

Furhtermore the relations

σ̂IΠ
I = ŝIΠ

I = 0 (A16)

hold meaning ΠI is perpendicular to the plane spanned by σ̂I , ŝI . In our case ΠI = 0 because σ̂, ŝI lie
on a steady plane of the coordinates Re(T ), Re(C) (or equivalently of x, y) and therefore the variation
with time of ŝI lies on that plane also.

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

Qσ = σ̂I Q
I

and the entropy (perpendicular )perturbations

Qs = ŝI Q
I

become

Q̈σ + 3HQ̇σ +

[
k2

a2
+Mσσ − ω2 − 1

a3

d

dt

(
a3σ̇2

H

)]
Qσ =

= 2
d

dt
(ωQs)− 2

(
V,σ
σ̇

+
Ḣ

H

)
(ωQs) , V,σ = V,I σ̂

I (A17)

and

Q̈s + 3HQ̇s +

[
k2

a2
+Mss + 3ω2 −Π2

]
Qs − 4

ω

σ̇

Ḣ

H

(
d

dt

(
H

σ̇
Q̇σ

)
− 2H

σ̇
ωQs

)
=

= −Dt
(
ΠJB

J
)
−ΠJDtBJ −MsJB

J − 3H
(
ΠJB

J
)
. (A18)

correspondingly. Note that BI 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 γIJ .

We note that Ḣ
H

(
d
dt

(
H
σ̇ Q̇σ

)
− 2H

σ̇ ωQs

)
= k2

a2 Ψ where Ψ is the Bardeen potential [32] and this term

is neglected if k << aH (we work in the super-horizon limit). Furthermore we observe that if ΠI = 0
and MsJB

J = 0, then the fields BI don’t affect the evolution of Qs and Qσ. This is the case in our
model since we have already discussed that ΠI = 0 as the vectors σ̂I , ŝI lie on a steady plane along the
motion. However the matrix MIJ has zero elements MσJ ,MsJ for J along these directions. Therefore
MsJB

J = 0 and the six BI 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 BI of the six fields {ImT,ReQ, ImQ, ImC,ReΦ, ImΦ}.
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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

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
− 1

2
(∂µφ)(∂µφ)− e2b(φ)

2
(∂µχ)(∂µχ)− V (φ, χ)

]
(B1)

with the redefinition

x(φ) ≡ e
√

2
3φ, y ≡ χ and b(φ) =

φ√
6

+
1

2
ln
(
12αc2as

)
(B2)

and then the background motion of the fields is given by

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇+ Vφ = bφe
2bχ̇2

χ̈+ (3H + 2bφφ̇)χ̇+ e−2bVχ = 0 (B3)

and the Friedmann equations read

Ḣ = −1

2

[
φ̇2 + e2bχ̇2

]
,

H2 =
1

3

[
φ̇2

2
+
e2b

2
χ̇2 + V

]
. (B4)

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

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + a2(1− 2Φ)dx2 (B5)

and the scalar fields φ, χ are perturbed as

φ(t, x) = φ(t) + δφ(t, x)

χ(t, x) = χ(t) + δχ(t, x) (B6)

The study is mainly performed in the ”rotated” basis

δσ ≡ cosθδφ+ sinθebδχ

δs ≡ −sinθδφ+ cosθebδχ (B7)

where

cosθ =
φ̇

σ̇
, sinθ =

χ̇eb

σ̇
, σ̇ =

√
φ̇2 + e2bχ̇2, (B8)

and in the gauge invariant Mukhanov-Sasaki variables [15, 30, 31], defined by
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Qσ ≡ δσ −
σ̇

H
Φ. (B9)

In this basis the background equations become

σ̈ + 3Hσ̇ + Vσ = 0

θ̇ +
Vs
σ̇

+ bφσ̇sinθ = 0, (B10)

and the perturbations can be written as

(
Q̈σ
δ̈s

)
+

(
3H

2V,s
σ̇

− 2V,s
σ̇ 3H

)(
Q̇σ
δ̇s

)
+

[
k2

a2
1 +

(
Cσσ Cσs
Csσ Css

)](
Qσ
δs

)
. (B11)

The coefficients Cσσ, Cσs, Csσ, Css are given by

Cσσ = Vσσ −
(
Vs
σ̇

)2

+ 2
σ̇Vσ
H

+ 3σ̇2 − σ̇4

2H2
− bφ

(
s2
θcθVσ +

(
c2θ + 1

)
sθVs

)
Cσs = 6H

Vs
σ̇

+ 2
VσVs
σ̇2

+ 2Vσs +
σ̇Vs
H

+ 2bφ
(
s3
θVσ − c3θVs

)
Csσ = −6H

Vs
σ̇
− 2

VσVs
σ̇2

+
σ̇Vs
H

Css = Vss −
(
Vs
σ̇

)2

+ bφ
(
1 + s2

θ

)
cθVσ + bφc

2
θsθVs − σ̇2b2φ (B12)

where we have used the fact that bφφ = 0 for our model and sθ = sinθ, cθ = cosθ and

Vσ = σ̂IVI , Vs = ŝIVI

Vσσ = σ̂I σ̂JVIJ , Vσs = σ̂I ŝJVIJ , Vss = ŝI ŝJVIJ . (B13)

with

σ̂I = (cosθ, e−bsinθ) , ŝI = (−sinθ, e−bcosθ) , I = {φ, χ}. (B14)

the adiabatic and entropy ”vectors” in field space. Also with the substitutions uσ = aQσ and us = aδs
the equations (B11) read in conformal time τ , defined by dτ = dt

a :

[(
d2

dτ2
+ k2 − a′′

a

)
1 + 2S

d

dτ
+ P

](
uσ
us

)
= 0 (B15)

where

S =

(
0 aVs

σ̇

−aVsσ̇ 0

)
P =

(
a2Cσσ a2Cσs − 2a

′Vs
σ̇

a2Csσ + 2a
′Vs
σ̇ a2Css

)
. (B16)

In the slow roll approximation we have
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Vs
σ̇

= Hησs − bφσ̇s3
θ. (B17)

Furthermore, using the exact relation a′ = a2H, and the quantity a′′

a up to order x2 is given by

a′′

a
≈ 1

τ2
(2 + 3ε) =

1

τ2

(
2 + 4(1 + 2ρc2as)

2x2 +O(x3)
)
, (B18)

and a up to order x2 is given by

a ≈ − (1 + ε)

Hτ
=
−
(
1 + 4

3 (1 + 2ρc2as)
2x2 +O(x3)

)
Hτ

(B19)

where the slow roll parameters are given by

ε = − Ḣ

H2
, ηIJ =

VIJ
3H2

. (B20)

Then the equations (B15) read

[(
d2

dτ2
+ k2 − 2 + 3ε

τ2

)
1 + 2E

1

τ

d

dτ
+ M

1

τ2

](
uσ
us

)
= 0 (B21)

with

E =

(
0 −ησs + ξs3

θ

ησs − ξs3
θ 0

)
M =

(
−6ε+ 3ησσ + 3ξs2

θcθ 4ησs − 4ξs3
θ

2ησs − 2ξs3
θ 3ηss − 3ξcθ(1 + s2

θ)

)
(B22)

and ξ =
√

2bφ
√
ε.

The above system is of the form

u′′ + 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 u = Rυ we obtain

υ′′ + R−1
(
−L2 − L′ + Q

)
Rυ = 0. (B24)

The matrix L2 = E2

τ2 is quadratic in the slow roll parameters in E so it is much smaller than E
τ2 .

Furthermore L′ = − E
τ2 + E′

τ and since the slow roll parameters in E vary very slowly with time therefore
we get

−L2 − L′ ≈ E

τ2
. (B25)

Then the part −L2 − L′ + Q apart from the part proportional to the identity matrix contains
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1

τ2
(E + M) =

3

τ2

(
−2ε+ ησσ + ξs2

θcθ ησs − ξs3
θ

ησs − ξs3
θ ηss − ξcθ(1 + s2

θ)

)
(B26)

which is a symmetric matrix and can be diagonalized by a matrix R̃∗ at Hubble crossing

R̃∗ =

(
cosΘ∗ −sinΘ∗
sinΘ∗ cosΘ∗

)
(B27)

yielding

R̃−1
∗ (M + E)R̃∗ =

(
λ̃1 0

0 λ̃2

)
(B28)

We note that in our model:

ξ =
2

3

(
2ρc2as + 1

)
x+O(x2)

ε =
4

3

(
2ρc2as + 1

)2
x2 +O(x3)

ησσ = −4

3

(
2ρc2as + 1

)
x+O(x2)

ησs =
64
√

2β2Lcas
√
f2 + ρ

(
2ρc2as + 1

)
3(L+ 1)2ρ

x5/2 +O(x7/2)

ηss =
2ρ

3 (f2 + ρ)
+

(
2(L+ 1)2ρ

(
2ρc2as + 1

)
+ 8β2L

)
3(L+ 1)2 (f2 + ρ)

x+O(x2)

cθ = 1− 64β4L2c2as (f2 + ρ)

(L+ 1)4ρ2
x3 +O(x4)

sθ = −8
√

2β2Lcas
√
f2 + ρ

(L+ 1)2ρ
x3/2 +O(x5/2) (B29)

and therefore

M + E =

(
O(x) O(x5/2)
O(x5/2) O(1)

)
, (B30)

so cosΘ∗ = 1 +O(x5), sinΘ∗ = O(x5/2).
By introducing around Hubble crossing

w = R̃−1
∗ R∗υ (B31)

the system of equations (B24) decouple and become

w′′A +

[
k2 − 1

τ2
(2 + 3λA)

]
wA = 0, withA = 1, 2 (B32)

with
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λA = ε− 1

3
λ̃A. (B33)

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

wA =

√
π

2
ei(µA+ 1

2 )π2
√
−τH(1)

µA (−kτ)eA(k) (B34)

where H
(1)
µA is the Hankel function of the first kind of order, µA =

√
9
4 + 3λA and the eA(k) are two

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

〈QA(k)QB(k′)〉 = 8π3δ(3)(k + k′)
2π2

k3
PAB(|k|) (B35)

and the independence of variables w1, w2 we have

a2〈Q†σQσ〉 = cos2Θ∗〈w†1w1〉+ sin2Θ∗〈w†2w2〉 (B36)

a2〈δs†Qσ〉 =
1

2
sin2Θ∗

[
〈w†1w1〉 − 〈w†2w2〉

]
(B37)

a2〈δs†δs〉 = sin2Θ∗〈w†1w1〉+ cos2Θ∗〈w†2w2〉 (B38)

where we substitute

〈w†AwA〉 =
π

4
(−τ) |H(1)

µA (−kτ)|2 ≡ 1

2k

1

(kτ)2
FA(−kτ). (B39)

Then, by noting that

R ≡ H

σ̇
Qσ

S ≡ H

σ̇
Qs (B40)

we have

PR∗ =

(
H2
∗

2πσ̇∗

)2

(1− 2ε∗)
[
cos2Θ∗F1(−kτ) + sin2Θ∗F2(−kτ)

]
(B41)

CRS∗ =

(
H2
∗

2πσ̇∗

)2

(1− 2ε∗)
sin2Θ∗

2
[F1(−kτ)−F2(−kτ)] (B42)

PS∗ =

(
H2
∗

2πσ̇∗

)2

(1− 2ε∗)
[
sin2Θ∗F1(−kτ) + cos2Θ∗F2(−kτ)

]
(B43)

Here we mention that cos2Θ = 1 + O(x5) whereas sin2Θ = O(x5). Therefore, if we are to keep
terms of order O(1),O(x1) in the square brackets for PR∗ as leading and subleading terms then we take
cosΘ∗ ≈ 1, sin Θ ≈ 0 and we have
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PR∗ =

(
H2
∗

2πσ̇∗

)2

(1− 2ε∗)F1(−kτ). (B44)

Due to the fact that λ1 = ε− λ̃1 = O(x) << 1 we can expand µ1 ≈ 3
2 + λ1. 7 The function F1(χ) can

be expanded as

F1(χ) =
π

2
χ3|H3/2(χ)|2 (1 + 2λ1g(χ)) = (1 + χ2) (1 + 2λ1g(χ)) , (B45)

with

g(χ) = Re

 1

H
(1)
3/2(χ)

dH
(1)
µ (χ)

dµ

∣∣∣∣
µ=3/2

 . (B46)

Then we get

PR∗ =

(
H2
∗

2πσ̇∗

)2 (
1 + k2τ2

)
(1− 2ε∗)

(
1 + 2

(
ε∗ −

(
−2ε+ ησσ + ξs2

θcθ
))
g

(
k

aH∗

))
⇒

PR∗ =

(
H2
∗

2πσ̇∗

)2 (
1 + k2τ2

) [
1− 2ε∗ + (6ε∗ − ησσ∗ − 2ξ∗sθ∗cθ∗) g

(
k

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 kτ → 0, k

aH∗
→ 0 and we have

PR∗ =

(
H2
∗

2πσ̇∗

)2

[1− 2ε∗ + (6ε∗ − ησσ∗ − 2ξ∗sθ∗cθ∗) g (0)]⇒

PR∗ =
(6g(0)− 7)(L+ 1)2

(
2ρc2as + 1

)
2 + 72β2Lc2as[

64π2βL(L+ 1) (2ρc2as + 1)
3
]
x

+
9(L+ 1)

[256π2βL (2ρc2as + 1) 2]x2
(B48)

and since ηss > 0, and it is of order ηss = O(1) then in the limit kτ → 0

F2(−kτ)→ 0 (B49)

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

CRS∗ = O(x1/2)

PS∗ = O(x3). (B50)

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

7 Here we note that ηss = O(1) i.e. large and therefore we couldn’ t expand µ2 around 3
2
. 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
µ1 expanded around 3

2
since λ1 is small.
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Q̇σ ≈ A′HQσ +B′Hδs

δ̇s ≈ D′Hδs, (B51)

with

A′ = −ησσ + 2ε− ξcθs2
θ

B′ = −2ησs + 2ξs3
θ

D′ = −ηss + ξcθ(1 + s2
θ) (B52)

The integration of the above differential equations gives [24], [33–35] :

Qσ(N) ≈ e
∫N
N∗

A′dN

(
Qσ∗ + δs∗

∫ N

N∗

B′eγ̃dN

)
δs(N) ≈ δs∗e

∫N
N∗

D′dN , (B53)

with γ̃ =
∫ N
N∗

(D′ −A′)dN. Then the power spectrum PR becomes

PR(N) ≈ PR∗ + PS∗

(∫ N

N∗

B′eγ̃dN

)2

+ 2Re (CRS∗)
∫ N

N∗

B′eγ̃dN (B54)

Therefore we have to calculate the leading order of
∫ N
N∗
B′eγ̃dN and see if it changes the spectral index

evaluated a few efolds after Hubble crossing PR∗. Then (D′ − A′)H = −ηssH = O(1) ≡ −Γ in leading
order in x and we get

γ̃ =

∫ x

x∗

(D′ −A′)H 1

ẋ
dx = −Γ

∫ x

x∗

1

v2x2
dx =

Γ

v2

(
1

x
− 1

x∗

)
, (B55)

where we have used ẋ ∝ x2 by (27). Then B′ is of order O(x5/2) in leading order in x and we get

∫ xend

x∗

B′eγ̃dN ∼
∫ xend

x∗

x5/2e
Γ
v2

( 1
x−

1
x∗ ) 1

ẋ
Hdx ∼

∫ xend

x∗

x5/2

v2x2
e

Γ
v2

( 1
x−

1
x∗ )Hdx ∼

∼
∫ xend

x∗

x1/2e∆( 1
x−

1
x∗ )dx =

=
2

3

(
4∆3/2F

(√
∆
√
x∗

)
+

(
√
xend(2∆ + xend)− 4∆3/2F

( √
∆

√
xend

))
e

∆
(

1
xend

− 1
x∗

)
−
√
x∗(2∆ + x∗)

)
∼ (e−

∆
x∗ ) +O(x

5/2
∗ ), (B56)

with F the Dawson Function and ∆ ≡ Γ
v2

.

From (B42), (B43) we observe that for F2(−kτ)→ 0, CRS = O(PRx3/2) and PS = O(PRx3) and the
super-Hubble evolution adds a x5 to PS and a x5/2 to CRS . Therefore these terms are subleading to PR∗,
so the spectral index can be safely calculated by PR∗.
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