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Abstract

Multiple scalar fields appear in vast modern particle physics and gravity models. When they cou-
ple to gravity non-minimally, conformal transformation is utilized to bring the theory into Einstein
frame. However, the kinetic terms of scalar fields are usually not canonical, which makes analytic
treatment difficult. Here we investigate under what conditions the theories can be transformed
to the quasi-canonical form, in which case the effective metric tensor in field space is conformally
flat. We solve the relevant nonlinear partial differential equations for arbitrary number of scalar
fields and present several solutions that may be useful for future phenomenological model building,
including the o-model with a particular non-minimal coupling. We also find conformal flatness can

always be achieved in some modified gravity theories, for example, Starobinsky model.



I. INTRODUCTION

Scalar fields are ubiquitous in modern particle physics and gravity models, including
inflation theories and dark energy scenarios [1-8]. In many cases [9-27], the scalar fields are
non-minimally coupled to gravity through a term f(¢°)R where f is some function of scalar
fields ¢ and R is the Ricci scalar curvature. For example, the function f(¢) is proportional
to ¢* in Jordan-Brans-Dicke theory [28, 29] and Higgs inflation model [30]. In modified
gravity theories where only functions of R are introduced [31], it is equivalent to treat as

introducing a scalar field, for instance, f(¢) ~ ¢* in the Starobinsky model [32].

The Lagrangian with f(¢') R term is usually referred as the one in Jordan frame, in which
the kinetic terms of scalar fields are canonical. To compare with experimental observations,
it is standard to perform a conformal transformation [33-35] on the metric tensor to Ein-
stein frame such that f(¢')R is transformed into R. However, conformal transformation
would induce non-canonical kinetic term of scalars in Einstein frame, which makes analytic
treatment rather complicated and various approximate methods have to be utilized. If there
is only one scalar field in the theory, it is always possible to redefine the field variable and
make the kinetic term canonical. However, it is not clear whether such redefinition always

exists in theories with multiple scalar fields.

The systematic investigation on conformal transformation with multiple scalar fields was
conducted in Ref. [36], in which the analysis was done with the effective metric tensor G;; in
the field space defined by the kinetic term G;;d¢'d¢’. Only one solution was found for f(¢)
with two scalar fields such that the associated G;; is conformally flat. This finding seems to
pose an obstacle for analytic analysis in phenomenological model building involving multiple
scalar fields. For example, standard model Higgs doublet composes four real scalar fields, and
o-model has N fields with SO(N) symmetry. It is then unclear whether physical models
with Higgs doublet, o-model and other multiple scalar fields might induce non-canonical
kinetic terms that result in unstable systems. For instance, whether an opposite sign of the

kinetic term in Jordan frame would indicate the appearance of ghost.

In this paper, we intend to answer the above question and present several new solutions for
f(¢") with the corresponding G;; conformally flat. We solve the relevant nonlinear partial
differential equations for the requirements on f(¢‘) for any number of scalar fields and

tabulate the solutions in Table. I, which might be useful for future model building. Our



results suggest that for o-model with N scalar fields the field space can be conformally
flat if the coupling has a particular form, in which local scaling symmetry is evident. We
also find in some modified gravity theories that involve function of R and scalar fields, the
associated field spaces are always conformally flat.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, we establish our theoretical formalism
along with the notations. Then in section III we analyze the structure of field space and solve
the differential equations for conformally flat metric tensor. Later in section IV we discuss
a particular case in which a local scaling symmetry is present for o-model that couples to
gravity non-minimally. After that, in section V we show in modified gravity theories, such as
Starobinsky model, the field space is always conformally flat. Finally, we give our conclusion.

Throughout the paper, we use the 4-dimensional space-time metric g,,, with a sign con-
vention (—1,1,1,1), and the natural unit, M, = 1/v/8rG = 1. Greek letters (p,v,p,---)
denotes the space-time indices while Latin letters (i, 7, I, J, - - - ) refer to field variables in the

field space. Riemann tensor is defined by R?,,, = 0., — 0,10, + 17 ', — I T'C , where
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the connection is given by I'f, = 197" 0,9ur + 0ugur — Or 9], and Ricci scalar R is defined

2
through R,, = R” R = ¢°”R,,. We may easily check RPUW = R,,,", where the latter is

opv)

also widely used in literature.

II. FORMALISM AND NOTATIONS

We shall first consider the following general Lagrangian £ in 4-dimensional space-time

for N non-minimally coupled scalar fields, ¢*,i =1, ..., N,

= = [V = 508,00V~ V(o). 1)
where g are the determinant of g,, and the covariant derivative is denoted by V. V is
the scalar potential that can be neglected in our main theoretical discussions but would be
relevant for phenomenological studies. This Lagrangian is referred to as the one in Jordan
frame where non-minimal couplings f(¢')R is present. In the cases of phenomenological

interests, f(¢") should satisfy f(¢*) > 0 in the relevant parameter regions.

We make the standard conformal transformation on the metric tensor,

G = () gy, V() = 2f(¢"). (2)
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After using the transformation relations in the Appendix and denoting w = In €2, we can get

the Lagrangian in Einstein frame,

R "”V“wv W — 2929 Vézjvugbz ,/Qb]

where an effective metric tensor in field space G;; appears and is given by
Gy = 57 (3 + 345 (1
J f J f J

Here and after, we use the short notation for derivatives of f, f; = a ¢Z , Jii = 5o dﬂ 0 57 ete.
Due to the curved metric G;; in field space, the scalar fields generally have non-canonical
kinetic terms (unless we begin with non-canonical ones in Eq. 1, §;; = 2fd;; — %f,f]) If there
is only one scalar field ¢ in the theory, Gi; is positive definite for f(¢*) > 0. Then, we can
always redefine a new field variable ® by the differential equation, d®(x)/d¢(x) = +/G11,

therefore make ®’s kinetic term canonical. For the cases with multiple scalars, it would be

much more complicated, as we shall present below.

III. STRUCTURE OF THE FIELD SPACE

With the metric tensor G;;(¢") in field space, we would like to know whether there
exists a set of field coordinates ! = ¢!(¢*) such that the associated metric tensor is flat,
Grr(p! ) = 07x. One necessary condition for the existence is that the Ricci scalar curvature
R (Gi;) = 0 because R is an invariant quantity under coordinate transformation. We can
easily check that R = 0 for N = 1 due to the anti-symmetric properties of R;;x, which
confirms our analysis above that canonical kinetic term can always be achieved after the
redefinition of the field for N = 1. However, in general R # 0 for N > 1, therefore field
coordinates ¢’ may not exist such that their kinetic terms are canonical.

It is modest to ask whether the geometry of field space is conformally flat, Gy (o) ox dk.
In such cases, the kinetic terms may be referred as quasi-canonical. In such forms, the
energy-momentum tensor and equation of motion would be simpler (neglecting the potential

term),

TM :__gIJg;wg vagplvﬁgp +g1Jvu§0 VVLP DSO +FJK9MVVMSOJVV(P = 0.



As we have learned from Riemannian geometry, manifolds with N < 3 are always con-
formally flat. But for N > 3 it is no longer true and conformal flatness is determined by the

Weyl tensor, which is defined as
2R
N -2 (N —-1)(N-2)

If Cijiw = 0, the field space is conformally flat. To compute C;j5; in the cases of our interest,

Cijii = Riji — (GiwRuy; — GjeRu) + GifkGu;- (5)

we conformally transform G;; into

3
?fiij (6)

and calculate the corresponding ﬁijkh 7@17, R and éijkl. The relation éijkl = C'jp enables us

gij =2f X Gy =045 +

to reach the condition that the field space with metric G;; is conformally flat if éijkl =0.

First, we compute the determinant of Qij, G , and the inverse metric Gii ,

3 & 3
A:]- 3 '27 AU:(SZ__AZ E 7
g +f;:1 15 g j fgffg (7)

which are surprisingly simple. The calculation details can be found in the Appendix. Note
that the indices of inverse metric are in the subscript, which allows us to do tensor analysis
just as the usual matrix manipulation. We can easily check that G ij =6 = 0.. Based
on the symmetric property, we can evaluate that the metric field Gij is positive definite
for f(¢') > 0. Therefore, there is no ghost in such physical systems. This conclusion is
independent on which parameterization of f(¢?) is used since the determinant G¥ does not
change sign under the field transformations.

We can also obtain the following geometric quantities after tedious calculations,

Ny 1.
F;k :_gzl (ajgkl + 8kgﬂ — &ij) fgf (fjk ffjfk) (8)

Rijk = ; |:(fzk:fjl fulix) + (fzflfjk‘ + fifefu — filwfu — fjflfik)} ; 9)

2f
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f6g (fz[kfzb Lt kfl)
_fgg’; |:(fz]fkk firfin) + f (fszfgk + fifwfie — fififrn — fijf]?)
+fgfkfl (firfi — fij i) — f2gfkfl (fififu + fifutiy = fififu — fkflfij):| , (10)
R = f2(]2 [fg (fiufig = 15) + (fifi fi = f2fi5) + 6 (fis fo — Fnfi5) fifk} : (11)



where f2 =", fifr % = Zij fi;j fij, and all the repeated indices are summed. éijkl can be
obtained straightforwardly with Eq. (5).

Now we are in a position to discuss the conditions for conformal flatness of the field
space. One solution with ﬁijkl = 0 was found in the literature [36], with f(¢1,¢2) =
(N2 + &(¢?)? for N = 2, where & are arbitrary positive constants. This can easily be
checked by calculating the Ris10 = 0, which is the only independent component for N = 2.
One is tempted to extend the case to N > 2 since o-model would fall in this category.
Unfortunately, extension of such a form for N > 2 gives Rio1o # 0 in general, except all §;
are equal to some particular value, as we shall show below.

Here we present new solutions with ﬁijkl =0, or ﬁijkl # 0 but éijkl = 0. Completely
solving f from the nonlinear partial differential equation ﬁijkl = 0 is notoriously difficult
and unpractical. Besides, there is no unique solution for such nonlinear equations. We
have known a similar case from solving the Finstein’s field equation, which is also nonlinear
and has multiple solutions. In this paper, we shall present several solutions based on the
symmetric properties of ﬁijkl. We enumerate several cases below.

1. f; =0 and ﬁijkl =0.

This is the simplest case and can be easily verified from the definition of ﬁijkl. We

may further divide this category into two cases, after observing the feature in Eq. (8).

(a) fi=0.
This is the trivial solution with f = positive constant , in which case the scalar

fields are minimally coupled with gravity.

1
(b) fir = ﬁfjfk.
We can solve the equation by taking further derivative, using the above relation
recursively and getting an additional condition f;jz = 0, which indicates f is a

quadratic function of ¢;,
i i) 2
f(@) =a(c+bo'), (12)
where a > 0, b; and ¢ are arbitrary non-zero constants.

2. ]A_’;k 75 0 but ﬁijkl = 0.

Inspired by the second case above, we notice that taking a form f;; = p fif; would

S



give vanishing Riemann tensor. Solving the differential equation gives the solutions,

) 1 b: )
f(@)=a(c+bg')7, fi= 1“_Zp (c+b;¢") T, forp#1, (13)

_p_
1—

and
f(¢") = aexp (blgbz) , [i = ab; exp (bjgbj) , forp=1. (14)
The solution for p = 0 is included above, in which case f is a linear function of ¢°.

The metrics in this category solve Einstein-like equations in vacuum at any dimension

N,
2p—1
L |+ aEE et bidh) T, p#£ L
gij _ J (1—p)? ( k ) (15)
0ij + 3ab;bj exp (bkgbk) , p=1.

For phenomenological studies, the existence of f(¢) > 0 should be imposed to con-
strain the parameters a,b; and c. In the case of p = 1, a > 0 and b; is arbi-
trary constant. In the case of general p except for some fractions (for instances,
p = 1/2,3/4,5/6,---), there are no general conditions for a,b; and c¢. The reason
is that linear function ¢ + b;¢’ can go from —oo to oo. As long as for our physical
interests there exists f(¢) > 0 at some domains of ¢’, which are determined by the
explicit shape and minimum of potential V(¢'), the theories can recover Einstein’s

gravity.
. ﬁijkl 7é 0 but éijkl =0.
Even if the Riemann tensor does not vanish, but has the following structure,
ﬁijkl X QAi[kGl]p (16)

we would obtain éijkl = 0 as well. Contracting with G*G7' gives the proportional

factor R/[N(N —1)]. Observing that
6

GinnGuy; = il — ff[i5j][kf11, (17)
and comparing with ﬁijkl, we would have the following relation,
1
fig = —50% (18)

The general solution of the above equation would be
4 1 o 1 .
f(9i) =a+bi¢" — Eéij¢z¢ja fi=1b; — écbz- (19)
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Similarly, the existence of f(¢') > 0 over some parameter ranges of ¢* would constrain
a and b;. Put it in other way, f(¢') can not be negative definite. We can write
(@) = =53 ,(¢" — 6b;) + a+ 3>, b2, Therefore, as long as a + 3,67 > 0,
f(¢") > 0 can be satisfied at some parameter ranges of ¢'. In the case of non-positive
f, we cannot make the conformal transformation in Eq. (2) and a physical theory as
Einstein gravity would be missing. Again, we note that f > 0 in the whole parameter
spaces might be too restrictive. As long as there exist parameter spaces with f > 0
around the field domain we are interested in, for instance, the inflation regime and the
potential minimum, conformal transformation is still valid in the finite domain that

Einstein gravity can be recovered.

We point out that by redefining a,b; and ¢, the forms of f(¢*) in all the above solutions
do not change under the field shift, ¢ — ¢' + d, where d* are arbitrary constant. The
solutions are summarized in Tab. I where f(¢") and its corresponding Qij, I ;k, ﬁijkl and (f,-jkl
are listed. These f(¢") might be useful for future model building due to their simple forms.

So far we have focused on the Riemannian metric. If one of the scalar fields has opposite
sign for the kinetic term, we would get the Lorentzian metric, Qij = n;; + 3fif;/f, where
ni1 = —1,m; = 1fori# 1, and n;; = 0if 7 # 5. Note that the opposite sign in Jordan frame
does not necessarily lead to ghost in the presence of non-minimal coupling. The reason is
that conformal transformation induces an additional kinetic term in Einstein frame with the
total coefficient proportional to 7;; + % fifj. Aslong as the field metric tensor n;; + % fif;
is positive definite, we have normal scalars. In fact, viable theories with opposite sign were
discussed in a-attractor inflation models, see Refs. [37-39].

Similarly, for Lorentzian field metric we calculate

G = det gij =— <1 + ;nijfifj> = - (1 + ;fz‘fi) ; (20)
. 3 s - 3 .
G” =mni; + G (—1)61#51] Jifi=n"+ f—gflfj7 (21)
P =~ (fjk - %fjfk) =27 (fjk - %fjfk) | (22)

Here the supscripts of f denote the usual derivatives, upgraded by n%. Note that the similar
tensor structures of Qij and ' ;k to previous cases lead to the same tensor structure of ﬁijkl-

Therefore, the solutions to ﬁijkl = 0 barely change, except the replacement d,; — 7;;.
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. a(ctbid)T7, p#l
f(¢") constant a+ bt — 00!
aexp (bid'), p=1
abibs 2p-1
R 0ij + (Sl,b;gé (C+ bkzﬁbk) v, p#FL 3(b; ,f)(b ,ﬂ)
gij = 51’]’ 5ij + a+by ¢k — 5kl¢k¢l
5@']’ + 3abibj exp (bk¢k) , p=1
- 1
F;k = 0 X (p — %) bibjbk X < 6 fzfjfk)
Rijki = 0 0 x < ik0y; — f[z il kfl)
Cijii = 0 0

TABLE I. The analytic solutions f (gb’) in the first row that give conformally flat metrics, with the
corresponding QU, ; tes Rijkl and éijkl. The metrics in the third column are solutions to Einstein-
like equation in vacuum of field space. In some cases, the constants a, b; and ¢ should satisfy some

conditions that allow f(¢%) > 0 (see the texts for details).

The absence of ghost requires Qij to be positive definite, which imposes some conditions

on f(¢') in addition to f(¢°) > 0. Namely, we shall have the following constraints,

) (R e

These constraints restrict a, b; and ¢ further, which can be obtained straightforwardly. Since
there are no transparent solutions, we do not list here.

We note that the function f is not invariant under nonlinear field redefinition, and QU, ks
and Rijkl are also not invariant. Still, our results are useful for theoretical consistency check
and phenomenological studies, in a sense that we may make field redefinition to transform
the theory into the form we present, namely in Jordan frame where the kinetic terms are
canonical. Then, we can calculate whether f satisfy the differential equations and the
corresponding Qij is positive definite. In Einstein frame, reparametrization of the field ¢

does not alter the results due to the change rules of Qij and ﬁijkl.

IV. LOCAL SCALING SYMMETRY

In previous sections we have presented several f(¢') with conformally flat field space by

showing the associated C;j;; = 0. However, we have not demonstrated explicitly the new



field coordinate o!(¢") of the field space whose metric Gr;(©™) is proportional to ;. In
most cases, such coordinate transformations ¢ — ¢! have no compact analytic solutions.

Here, we have found an interesting case,
i 1 i g
f(¢) = a— 50i0'¢", (23)

where the system has a global SO(N) symmetry for ¢' and is also called as o-model in field

theory. We can introduce an auxiliary field x and rewrite the relevant Lagrangian as
£ D)
N

Because there is a local scaling symmetry in the above Lagrangian,

1 1 . 1 o
a g™V, xV,x + ERXQ] —-3 [g“”éijvugbzvygb] + ER(Sijgngb] . (24)

Guw (z) — m (r) = A2 (v) Guv (z),
¢' (x) = ¢' (z) = A" (2) ¢ (2), (25)
X (2) = X () = A7 (@) x (2),

where A\(z) is an arbitrary positive function, the original theory can be recovered by setting
Az) = x(z)/v/6. This symmetry is also called Weyl/conformal symmetry in the literature
and has wide applications in model building, see Refs. [40, 41] for recent example.

When a = 1/2, this theory has an extended global symmetry SO(1, N), x* — 6;;¢'¢’ =6
The geometry of field space or kinetic term is related with the distance element in the field

space, ds? = dx? — &;;d¢'d¢’. Introducing field coordinates (T, ¢"), we can parameterize
X = V6 <%5ij¢i¢jeT + cosh T) ,
o = V6 <%(5ij¢i¢jeT — sinhT) ,
o =V6pel, i, j =12, N—1. (26)
We can easily show
dy = V6 K%dijafoyeT + sinh T) dT + @jwerqﬁf} :
de™ =6 K%@j(;siqsfeT — cosh T) dT + 5ij¢ier¢j} ,
dp' = V6 ("’ + ¢'e’dT) . (27)
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In the new field coordinates, (T, ¢"), the element is given by ds? = —dT? — €*76;;dp'dy’.
Refine dT" = —e'dr or 7 = e, we obtain ds* = —2 (d? + &;;d¢'dp?). Therefore, the
geometry of field space is shown explicitly to be conformally flat in the coordinate of (7, ¢*).

Note that although the geometric structure is determined by the hypersurface in field
space, x? — 0;;¢'¢®’ = 6, in phenomenological studies one usually adopts a particular
parametrization in which only one field variable is responsible for the physical effects of
interests. For example, if we are only interested in the radial part as the inflaton, we can

use the following parametrization of the field coordinates (i, 6%),

X = V6 cosh v,
o' = \/ésinh@cos o',
O = \/ésinhgosin ' cos 62,

¢V = V6sinh psin @' - - -sin 0¥ 2 cos AV,

#" = V6sinhosin@' - -sin V2 sin V. (28)

In this case, radial field ¢ would have canonical kinetic term from the very beginning while
the angular field variables #° would not. Analysis of the dynamics of #° might involve ap-
proximations such as expanding by the 6/M,, as small parameters, etc. We have actually
encountered the special case for N = 1 in a-attractor inflation model [37, 38] and its exten-
sions with Weyl gauge field [39, 42, 43]. The confirmation from N = 1 case also partially

suggests the correctness of our calculation for general N.

V. F(R) GRAVITY

In this section, we extend our discussions by considering the following Lagrangian of
modified gravity in 4-dimensional space-time for N non-minimally coupled scalar fields,

¢ii=1,2,...N,

L . 1 , .
D) VN MV S ? J
7 2 PR = 50"0,V,0V. 8, (29)

where F(R, ¢") is a function of R and ¢* without derivatives. Such terms are motivated from
quantum corrections and cosmological models. For example, in Starobinsky-like model, we

have F(R,¢") = f (¢') R+ aR?/2, which can give viable inflation scenarios.
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We can similarly use the auxiliary field x and rewrite the Lagrangian

L , , 1 . :

= F 2 1 F 2 a2y - ,uu(si' % L Vi
Ve (¢ + Fr (%, 0) (R =X°) = 590, Vud' Vo, (30)
where F denotes the derivative of F'(R, ) over R and F(x?, ¢) = F(R — X%, ¢). One may
check that the equation of motion for y still gives x> = R. Then denoting the 0-component

¢° = x and new f function,

f(¢") = Fr (x*.¢') .1 =0,1,2,-- N, (31)
we have reduced the system into the case we discussed in previous sections. However, there
is a crucial difference that ¢" has no kinetic term. It turns out that this difference leads to
significantly different results.

Following the similar procedures and omitting the potential term, we can obtain

L 1= . - 1 ~ e
\/—__g - §R — 3§“”Vuwvyw — ﬁg“”&jvugﬁvycﬁj
1~ 1_,.,, < ~
= §R - 59” gIJv,u¢IvV¢J7 (32)
1 —
where w = InQ, 0% = 2f(¢!) and G;; = ﬁgu,
— 3
Gry =01+ ?fIfJ — dordo.- (33)
Here we have used G;; to distinguish from Qij in the R-gravity case. We calculate
_ 3. 3 G
g= ?fo2, G =6, - f_CfO (107 + fi001) + 550150J, (34)
—I 1 1
Iy = % fix — ﬁfJfK dor, (35)
Rikr =Riy=R=0, Cryxr = 0. (36)

All the curvature components vanish identically, which means the G;; in Eq. (33) with any
nonzero f(¢’) solves the Einstein-like equations in vacuum. This conclusion does not depend
on the form of F(R,¢") as long as F(R, ¢') depends on R nonlinearly, a surprising result at
first glance. Actually, there is a transparent way to understand this result by observing the
first line in Eq. (32). Because F(R, ¢') gravity is associated with an additional scalar degree
of freedom, it is justified to introduce a new field variable ¢ with dp/dw = v/6Q ((bl ) . The

kinetic terms can be organized as

1 - -
W‘guy(levu¢Ivu¢Ja I7J: 1727N+17 (37)

where ¢Vt = . It is obvious that metric tensor in field space d;;/Q? is conformally flat.
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VI. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the conformal transformation with multiple scalar fields that non-
minimally couple with gravity. These theories are ubiquitous in modern particle physics and
cosmological models. Conformal transformation is employed to transform the Lagrangian
from Jordan frame to Einstein frame, which also makes the kinetic terms of scalar fields non-
canonical. We have found that if the number of scalar fields is larger than one, in general it

is not possible to redefine the field variables to make all the kinetic terms canonical.

We have discussed under what conditions the kinetic terms are positive definite (therefore
without ghost), and whether they could be brought into quasi-canonical, namely different
from canonical by a common factor. The latter is equivalent to the problem of finding con-
formally flat metric tensor in the field space of scalars. We have solved the nonlinear partial
differential equations in arbitrary dimensions and presented several solutions in Table. I that
give conformally flat metric tensors. o-model with a particular non-minimal coupling is one
of the solutions. These solutions may be useful for future phenomenological model building
for inflation and dark energy. We have also shown that in some modified gravity theories,

including Starobinsky model, the metric tensor in field space is always conformally flat.
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VII. APPENDIX

A. Conformal Transformation

The conformal transformation of metric tensor g,, = Q?(x)g,, leads to various relations

between various geometric quantities,

fgy =T%, + (8/V,w + 8V,w — guViw) (38)

Rpwy — R 4+ 25{;VMVU¢0 — 20" 9oV, Vaw + ZV[,,wcSZ}VUw

ouv

— 2V[,,wgu]ggp'3ng — Zgg[yéz]gaﬁvawV5w, (39)

R = Ry — 2V, Vo — g g’V Vsw + 2V ,wV,w — 20,,0*°VawV sw, (40)

R=§"R,, =Q?[R—60w—6¢"V,wV,u|, (41)

where w = InQ), O = ¢"V,V, and (., in the subscripts indicate anti-symmetrization

of the included indices. Note that conformal transformation does not have effects on the

coordinates, z*, and the usual partial derivative 0, = %. Then using the relation between
R and R, we can rewrite the Lagrangian £ as
L 1~ 3 ~ UV v L VS X7 AT j 14 (¢2)
—_g = §R + @DW + 3g'u Vqu,,w — ﬁg‘u (Sijvu(b VV¢J — T (42)

The second term in the right-handed side of the equation can be written as
Q20w = Dw — 25"V ,,wV,w. (43)

In the action which is the space-time integral of £, Ow’s contribution is a surface term due

to the following identity,

Ow = \/L__ga“ ( —gg’“’(?,,w> : (44)

therefore can be neglected in the cases we are considering in this paper.
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B. Determinant and Inverse Metric

Here we present the details of calculating the determinant G and the inverse metric tensor

G%. The computation of G is done as follows. Writing G;; = 6;; + Aff;, A =3/f, we have

Ly AL AR LA Afy

5 5 1
A A 7

FHALT R+ fR) 0 N
det -1/, = =14A> 2 (45)
. . i=1

IL; f;

For the inverse metric, we first compute the diagonal elements G¥. It is straightforward

to obtain by using the analogue to the determinant of Qij,
s 1 2
0= 1+AY f7]. (46)
J#i
For the off-diagonal elements Gii (i # 7), without showing all the elements in the matrix, we

have

L+ AfE Afiafi Aficifia -
- Afiafior Afinfi 1+ A z%i-l

gjz — ( 1) det

~

: : L+ Af7 Afjafim -
Afificr  Afifi Afifir - Afificn Afifin
; : : - Afjafia THAfR, -

fz-l_l +Afio1 Afi Afiq
Afir Afi 5+ Afirn -
T
(-1)* g : : : TS AfL Afa
Afiv Afi Afin - Afja Afin
. : Afyr 7t Afy -
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fi—1
1
0 0 0 i
. S AL,
= H#;{’idet = AL )
(-1)™¢g : : s L 0 .- g
: ; : i
CAfir Af Afir o Afy Afy
) . ) .
0 fi+1
The above two results can be written in a unified form,
A A
GV = by~ S 1 (48)

[1] D. H. Lyth and A. Riotto, Phys. Rept. 314, 1 (1999), arXiv:hep-ph/9807278.
[2] A. Zee, Phys. Rev. Lett. 42, 417 (1979).
[3] S. L. Adler, Rev. Mod. Phys. 54, 729 (1982).
[4] Y.-L. Wu, Phys. Rev. D93, 024012 (2016), arXiv:1506.01807 [Lep-th].
[5] Y.-L. Wu, Eur. Phys. J. C78, 28 (2018), arXiv:1712.04537 [hep-th].
[6] E.J. Copeland, M. Sami, and S. Tsujikawa, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 15, 1753 (2006), arXiv:hep-
th/0603057.
[7] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, and V. K. Oikonomou, Phys. Rept. 692, 1 (2017), arXiv:1705.11098
[gr-qc].
[8] Y.-F. Cai, E. N. Saridakis, M. R. Setare, and J.-Q. Xia, Phys. Rept. 493, 1 (2010),
arXiv:0909.2776 [hep-th].
[9] C. Wetterich, Nucl. Phys. B302, 668 (1988), arXiv:1711.03844 [hep-th].
[10] D. I. Kaiser, Phys. Rev. D52, 4295 (1995), arXiv:astro-ph/9408044 [astro-ph].
[11] S. Ferrara, R. Kallosh, A. Linde, A. Marrani, and A. Van Proeyen, Phys. Rev. D83, 025008
(2011), arXiv:1008.2942 [hep-th].
[12] J. Garcia-Bellido, J. Rubio, M. Shaposhnikov, and D. Zenhausern, Phys. Rev. D84, 123504
(2011), arXiv:1107.2163 [hep-ph].
[13] I. Bars, P. Steinhardt, and N. Turok, Phys. Rev. D89, 043515 (2014), arXiv:1307.1848 [hep-
th].

16


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(98)00128-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9807278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.42.417
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.54.729
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.024012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.01807
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5504-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.04537
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S021827180600942X
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603057
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2017.06.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.11098
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.11098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2010.04.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.2776
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90193-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03844
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.4295
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9408044
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.83.025008
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.83.025008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1008.2942
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.123504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.123504
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.2163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.043515
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.1848
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.1848

[14]

[15]

[16]

[36]

C. Csaki, N. Kaloper, J. Serra, and J. Terning, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 161302 (2014),
arXiv:1406.5192 [hep-th].

Y. Hamada, H. Kawai, K.-y. Oda, and S. C. Park, Phys. Rev. D 91, 053008 (2015),
arXiv:1408.4864 [hep-ph].

K. Kannike, G. Hiitsi, L. Pizza, A. Racioppi, M. Raidal, A. Salvio, and A. Strumia, JHEP
05, 065 (2015), arXiv:1502.01334 [astro-ph.CO].

P. G. Ferreira, C. T. Hill, J. Noller, and G. G. Ross, Phys. Rev. D97, 123516 (2018),
arXiv:1802.06069 [astro-ph.CO].

Y. Tang and Y.-L. Wu, Phys. Lett. B784, 163 (2018), arXiv:1805.08507 [gr-qc].

D. M. Ghilencea and H. M. Lee, Phys. Rev. D99, 115007 (2019), arXiv:1809.09174 [hep-th].
K. Ishiwata, Phys. Lett. B782, 367 (2018), arXiv:1803.08274 [astro-ph.CO].

A. Barnaveli, S. Lucat, and T. Prokopec, JCAP 1901, 022 (2019), arXiv:1809.10586 [gr-qc].
A. Karam, T. Pappas, and K. Tamvakis, JCAP 02, 006 (2019), arXiv:1810.12884 [gr-qc|.
Y. Ema, Phys. Lett. B 770, 403 (2017), arXiv:1701.07665 [hep-ph].

I. D. Gialamas, A. Karam, T. D. Pappas, and V. C. Spanos, Phys. Rev. D 104, 023521
(2021), arXiv:2104.04550 [astro-ph.CO].

D. D. Canko, I. D. Gialamas, and G. P. Kodaxis, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 458 (2020),
arXiv:1901.06296 [hep-th].

P. Kuusk, L. Jarv, and O. Vilson, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 31, 1641003 (2016), arXiv:1509.02903
[gr-qc].

A. Gundhi and C. F. Steinwachs, Nucl. Phys. B 954, 114989 (2020), arXiv:1810.10546 [hep-th].
P. Jordan, Z. Phys. 157, 112 (1959).

C. Brans and R. H. Dicke, Phys. Rev. 124, 925 (1961).

F. L. Bezrukov and M. Shaposhnikov, Phys. Lett. B 659, 703 (2008), arXiv:0710.3755 [hep-th].
T. P. Sotiriou and V. Faraoni, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 451 (2010), arXiv:0805.1726 [gr-qc|.

A. A. Starobinsky, Phys. Lett. B91, 99 (1980).

K.-i. Maeda, Phys. Rev. D 39, 3159 (1989).

I. L. Shapiro and H. Takata, Phys. Lett. B 361, 31 (1995), arXiv:hep-th/9504162.

V. Faraoni, E. Gunzig, and P. Nardone, Fund. Cosmic Phys. 20, 121 (1999), arXiv:gr-
qc/9811047.

D. I. Kaiser, Phys. Rev. D 81, 084044 (2010), arXiv:1003.1159 [gr-qc].

17


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.161302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.5192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.053008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.4864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2015)065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2015)065
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.01334
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.97.123516
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.06069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.07.048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.08507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.115007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.09174
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.05.047
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.08274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/01/022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.10586
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/02/006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.12884
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.04.060
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.07665
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.023521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.023521
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.04550
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8025-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.06296
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X16410037
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.02903
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.02903
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2020.114989
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.10546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01375155
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.124.925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.11.072
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3755
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.451
http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.1726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(80)90670-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.3159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(95)01123-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9504162
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9811047
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9811047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.084044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.1159

R. Kallosh and A. Linde, JCAP 1307, 002 (2013), arXiv:1306.5220 [hep-th].

R. Kallosh, A. Linde, and D. Roest, JHEP 11, 198 (2013), arXiv:1311.0472 [hep-th].
Y. Tang and Y.-L. Wu, JCAP 2003, 067 (2020), arXiv:1912.07610 [hep-ph].

Y.-L. Wu, (2021), arXiv:2104.05404 [physics.gen-ph].

Y.-L. Wu, (2021), arXiv:2104.11078 [physics.gen-ph].

Y. Tang and Y.-L. Wu, Phys. Lett. B803, 135320 (2020), arXiv:1904.04493 [hep-ph].
Y. Tang and Y.-L. Wu, Phys. Lett. B 809, 135716 (2020), arXiv:2006.02811 [hep-ph].

18


http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/07/002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.5220
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2013)198
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.0472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/03/067
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.07610
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.05404
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.11078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135320
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.04493
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135716
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.02811

	On Conformal Transformation with Multiple Scalar Fields and Geometric Property of Field Space with Einstein-like Solutions
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Formalism and Notations
	III Structure of The Field Space
	IV Local Scaling Symmetry
	V F(R) Gravity
	VI Conclusion
	VII Appendix
	A Conformal Transformation
	B Determinant and Inverse Metric

	 References


