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Abstract

In this paper we study four concrete models, based on no-scale supergravity
with SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1) symmetry. We modify either the Kähler potential or
the superpotential, which are related to the no-scale theory with this symmetry.
In this scenario, the induced Gravitational Waves, are calculated to be detectable
by the future space-based observations such as LISA, BBO and DECIGO. The
models under study are interrelated, as they all yield the Starobinsky effective-like
scalar potential in the unmodified case. We evaluate numerically the scalar power
spectrum and the stochastic background of the Gravitational Waves, satisfying the
observational Planck cosmological constraints for inflation.
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1 Introduction

The detection of the Gravitational Waves (GWs) is undeniably regarded as a milestone in
cosmology. The GWs emitted by a binary black hole merges, reported by the LIGO and
Virgo collaborations [1–5], draw attention to both experimental and theoretical researches
for exploring the stochastic background of GWs. The signal of the GWs is expected
to be detectable by future space-based GW interferometers such as LISA, BBO and
DECIGO [6,7].

The detection of these events by the LIGO/Virgo collaborations has been rekindled
the old study of Primordial Black Holes (PBHs) [8–11]. Specifically, it has been claimed
that the PBHs, which are formed during radiation dominated epoch, can be considered
as reliable candidates for a large, or the whole amount of the Dark Matter (DM) of the
Universe [12–27]. In this case, there is a strong possibility to detect induced GWs’ signals,
which are generated during the radiation phase and will be available in the future from
the aforementioned observations. The contribution of the first order scalar perturbations,
to the generation of second order perturbations associated to the GWs, has already been
studied in detail [28–34].
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Several mechanisms for producing enhancement in the scalar power spectrum have
been proposed in the literature. In the case of the single field inflation, the mechanism
associated to the presence of an inflection point has been already studied extensively [13–
23, 26, 27]. At the inflection point, both first and second derivatives of the effective
scalar potential become approximately zero. This feature in the effective scalar potential,
significantly decreases the velocity of the inflaton. This decrease is imprinted in a peak
in power spectrum. The slow-roll approximation fails to give the correct results and
one has to solve numerically the exact equation of the field perturbations, because the
slow-roll parameter η growths significantly. In this work we will consider this mechanism
for producing such amplifications. However, alternative mechanisms have been proposed
regarding single field inflation. One of them is models with a feature like steps in the
potential [35–38]. Moreover, models with ultra slow-roll inflation have been studied [39,
40]. Two field inflationary model have also been proposed [24,41–44].

The relation between the first and second order perturbations, that is the scalar and
the tensor power spectrum, gives the insight to study the GWs by analysing and measuring
only the scalar power spectrum [28–33,45–47]. There are numerous studies based on this
scenario [24, 25, 37, 43, 48–56] and we briefly discuss some of them. In Refs. [24, 25] the
authors study two scalar field models with a non-canonical kinetic term. Other two-
field models, in order to generate GWs have been studied in Refs. [24,25,42,43,48]. The
production of GWs within a single field inflation has been considered in Refs. [37,50,55,56].

Supergravity (SUGRA) models can provide us with inflationary potentials compatible
with observational data. To this end, a significant enhancement in the scalar power
spectrum as described above, can occur [17, 18, 21, 22, 26, 27]. In particular, it has been
claimed that no-scale theory can be regarded as a theory worthy of consideration, in order
to study enhancement in power spectrum [21, 22]. This theory treats many problematic
issues such as the fine-tuning in order to obtain a vanishing cosmological constant and it
gives a natural solution to the η problem [57–61].

In [22] a mechanism to produce PBHs was proposed, based on the breaking of the
non-compact SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1) symmetry. It is proved that, the effective scalar
potentials related to inflation, not only can explain the production of PBHs, but also
they can conserve the transformation laws, related to the coset SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1).
In this work we will consider these potentials, in order to explain the generation of GWs
and we will numerically evaluate the energy density. Moreover, we generate GWs by
modifying the kinetic term in the Lagrangian and keeping the superpotentials, which lead
to the Starobinsky-effective potential such as the Wess-Zumino or the Cecotti, unchanged.
All the models present in this work are in consistence with the Planck constraints of the
spectral index ns and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r [62, 63].

The layout of the paper is as follows: In section 2 we briefly review some basic aspects
for the SUGRA theory and the perturbation theory, which are used in our analysis. In
section 3 we explain how the enhancement of power spectrum can be produced in the
framework of no-scale theory. In section 4 we present the GWs for our analysis. Finally,
in section 5 we give our conclusions and perspectives.
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2 Basic Considerations

In this section we discuss two basic considerations used in our analysis. The first is an
introduction to SUGRA theory, which is relevant to the inflation models we will employ
below. The second is about the general tools used for studying the field perturbations
during inflation.

2.1 General Aspect Of Supergravity

In this subsection we present some basic aspects of SUGRA and particularly the no-scale
theory. The SUGRA Lagrangian coupled to matter is given in the following expression

L =
1

2
R−KΦΦ̄∂µΦ∂µΦ̄− V (Φ, Φ̄) , (2.1)

where K denotes the Kähler potential, W is the superpotential and the indices Φ and Φ̄
denote the derivatives in respect to the corresponding fields. We remark that throughout
this study we work in reduced Planck units (MP = 1).

The F-term of scalar potential is given as follows

V = eK(DΦWKΦ̄ΦDΦ̄W̄ − 3|W |2) , (2.2)

where

DΦW =
∂W

∂Φ
+
∂K

∂Φ
W (2.3)

is the Kähler convariant derivative.
The minimal no-scale model is given by the Kähler potential in the present of a single

chiral field Φ [57–61]
K = −3 ln(Φ + Φ̄). (2.4)

By considering this Kähler potential, one can notice that the term −3|W |2 in Eq.(2.2) is
vanishing because of the following expression [57]

KΦΦ̄KΦKΦ̄ = 3. (2.5)

In the case of non-compact symmetry SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1), a no-scale supergravity
model is described by the following two equivalent Kähler potentials [64]

K = −3 ln

(
T + T̄ − |ϕ|

2

3

)
(2.6)

and

K = −3 ln

(
1− |y1|2

3
− |y2|2

3

)
(2.7)

where y1, y2, T and ϕ are chiral fields. The Kähler potential in (y1, y2) basis is related to
this in the (T, ϕ) basis, as analyzed in [65]. The relevant transformation is

y1 =
( 2ϕ

1 + 2T

)
, y2 =

√
3
(1− 2T

1 + 2T

)
, (2.8)
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while its inverse is

T =
1

2

(1− y2/
√

3

1 + y2/
√

3

)
, ϕ =

( y1

1 + y2/
√

3

)
. (2.9)

For a given superpotential, in the (y1, y2) basis, we can derive the corresponding in (T, ϕ)
by using the following relation [65]

W (T, ϕ)→ W̄ (y1, y2) =
(

1 + y2/
√

3
)3

W . (2.10)

In order to present inflationary models which are in agreement with the current obser-
vational data on CMB anisotropies [62, 63], we consider the Starobinsky-type potential.
We note that in [62,63] the R2 inflationary models are in accordance with the current data.
Interestingly, the no-scale theory described above, provides us with potentials of this kind
(Starobinsky-like potential) [66, 67]. Furthermore, there are other supergravity models,
which can lead to Starobinsky-like potential as well. We briefly mention the α-attractor
models, which are described in [68–70]. In these models the Eq. (2.7) is multiplied by a
term α, which can be different to one:

K = −3α ln

(
1− |y1|2

3
− |y2|2

3

)
. (2.11)

As a result the condition (2.5) is not conserved. However, these models have other inter-
esting features, e.g. they are invariant under the conformal transformations [68–70].

In our analysis, the Starobinsky-like effective scalar potential can be derived with two
ways from no-scale theory, as it is described below. One is this of the Wess-Zumino
model [67]

W =
µ̂

2
ϕ2 − λ

3
ϕ3 , (2.12)

where µ̂ is a mass term and λ a trilinear coupling in the Lagrangian. This is written in
the (T, ϕ) basis. In order to get the Starobinsky-like effective scalar potential, we use the
Eq.(2.2) and we assume that the inflationary direction is Imϕ = ImT = 0 and ReT = c.
We define µ̂ = µ

√
c/3. In addition, in order to evaluate the effective potential we need

to fix the non-canonical kinetic term. To do this we use the following redefinition of the
field

ϕ =
√

3 tanh

(
φ√
6

)
(2.13)

where φ is the field with fixed the non-canonical kinetic term. From Eq.(2.2) we get

V = µ2e−
√

2/3x sinh2

(
φ√
6

)
, (2.14)

where we have assumed λ/µ = 1/3.
The superpotential in Eq.(2.12) can be written in (y1, y2) basis, using the Eqs. (2.9)

and (2.10) [65]. Hence, we get

W =
µ̂

2

(
y2

1 +
y2

1y2√
3

)
− λy

3
1

3
(2.15)
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and the kinetic term is fixed using the redefinition

y1 =
√

3 tanh

(
φ√
6

)
, (2.16)

where the Starobinsky effective scalar potential appears assuming that the y1 is the
inflaton field and y2 is the modulo. The resulting effective scalar potential is the same
with this derived in the (T, ϕ) basis.

Alternatively, the Starobinsky-like potential can be derived by the Cecotti superpo-
tential as given in (T, ϕ) basis as [66]

W =
√

3mϕ

(
T − 1

2

)
, (2.17)

where m is a mass term. The Starobinsky effective scalar potential arises thought the
direction ϕ = ImT = 0. In order to have canonical kinetic terms, one has to use the field
redefinition

T =
1

2
e
√

2
3
φ . (2.18)

In general, the kinetic term can be fixed by the transformation

1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ = Kχχ∂µx∂
µχ⇒ dφ

dχ
=
√

2Kχχ . (2.19)

Although the relation (2.19) in the case of the Kähler potentials (2.6) and (2.7) yields
analytical solution, it is also generally useful even in the cases that there is no analytical
solution. In the following, we will consider both analytical and numerical solutions of
Eq. (2.19).

The superpotential in Eq. (2.17) can be written in the (y1, y2) basis as

W = m
(
− y1y2 +

y2y
2
1√

3

)
(2.20)

and as before the redefinition for the canonical kinetic term is

y1 =
√

3 tanh

(
φ√
6

)
, (2.21)

with y1 being the inflaton field and y2 the modulo. If we evaluate the effective potential,
we can obtain the same Starobinsky-like potential in both bases (T, ϕ) and (y1, y2).

Therefore, there is an important equivalence between the models of Wess-Zumino and
Cecotti, as they can provide us with Starobinsky-like potential, when they are embedded
in no-scale theory [64]. Moreover, when we study the forms written in (y1, y2) basis in
Eq.(2.7) and the corresponding superpotential given in (2.15) and (2.20) we can obtain
that these models obey the symmetry identified by the matrix

U =

 α β 0
−β∗ α∗ 0

0 0 1

 , (2.22)
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where α, β ∈ C and |α|2 + |β|2 = 1. By this matrix and the analysis shown in Ref. [64]
we can obtain the following transformation laws for the fields

y1 → αy1 + βy2, y2 → −β∗y1 + α∗y2. (2.23)

This symmetry is analyzed in [64]. In the next section we will present models that satisfies
this symmetry.

2.2 Curvature Perturbations

The equation of motion of the inflaton field is

φ′′ + 3φ′ − 1

2
φ′3 +

(
3− 1

2
φ′2
)
d lnV (φ)

dφ
= 0 , (2.24)

where primes denote the derivative in efold time.
The general Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric written in the conformal

Newtonian gauge is [71,72]

ds2 = −a2 (1 + 2Φ) dτ 2 + a

(
(1 + 2Ψ)δij +

1

2
hij

)
dxidxj , (2.25)

where τ is the conformal time, a is the scale factor, hij are tensor perturbations, Φ and
Ψ are the Bardeen potentials, which are equal in the absence of anisotropy in the stress
energy tensor. Assuming that the perturbation of the field is φ+ δφ, the equation of the
curvature perturbation takes the form [73]

δφ′′ = −
(

3− 1

2
φ′2
)
δφ′ − 1

H2

d2V

dφ2
δφ− k2

a2H2
δφ+ 4Ψ′φ′ − 2Ψ

H2

dV

dφ
, (2.26)

where the Bardeen potential Ψ results from the equation

Ψ′′ = −
(

7− 1

2
φ′2
)

Ψ′ −
(

2
V

H2
+

k2

a2H2

)
Ψ− 1

H2

dV

dφ
δφ . (2.27)

With H we denote the Hubble parameter, which is

H2 =
V

(3− 1
2
φ′2)

. (2.28)

The initial condition for the perturbation, assuming Bunch-Davies vacuum, is

aQ→ e−ikτ√
2k

, (2.29)

where Q is the Mukhanov-Sassaki variable. The complete expressions for the initial
conditions for the perturbation, as well as the initial conditions for the Bardeen potential
are

δφic =
1√
2k

1

aic
, (δφ′)ic = − 1

aic
√

2k

(
1 + i

k

aicHic

)
(2.30)
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and

Ψic =
1

2
(
εH,ic − k2

a2icH
2
ic

) (φ′icδφ′ic + δφic

[
3 (φ′)ic +

1

H2
ic

(
dV

dφ

)
ic

])

Ψ′ic =
1

2
(φ′)ic δφic −Ψic .

(2.31)

With the indices ic we denote the initial conditions and with the εH we denote the slow
roll parameter

εH =
1

2
φ′2.

We note that these equations are valid for a Lagrangian with a canonical kinetic
term. Otherwise one should take into account the field transformation in order to fix the
canonical kinetic term, as we have mentioned in the previous subsection in Eq.(2.19).

Using Eqs. (2.24) -(2.28) we can evaluate the power spectrum as

PR =
k3

2π2
|Rk|2 , (2.32)

where k is the comoving wavenumber of the Fourier mode and

Rk = Ψ +
δφ

φ′
. (2.33)

The numerical procedure, we follow is descibed in Refs. [21, 22].
There are many works where the analytical evaluation of enhanced power spectrum

has been studied, such as [36,37,40]. The power spectrum in the vicinity of the peak can
be approximated analytically by the power-law spectrum which is given as [74,75]:

PR =

0 if k < kpeak

P0

(
k

kpeak

)−n
if k > kpeak ,

(2.34)

where kpeak is the comoving wavenumber of the peak. P0 is related to the peak amplitude
and n is related to the spectral index. In the following we present both numerical and
analytical results for the sake of comparison.

The models we study in this work are based on R2 inflation and are consistent with
the current observational data of inflation. To this end, we use the slow-roll parameter
ηH , defined as

ηH = εH −
1

2

d ln εH
dN

. (2.35)

The slow-roll parameters εV and ηV are defined also in terms of the inflationary potential
as

εV =
1

2

(
V ′(φ)

V (φ)

)2

, ηV =
V ′′(φ)

V (φ)
, (2.36)
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where primes denote the derivatives in respect of the field φ. The spectral index is defined
as

ns − 1 =
d lnPR
d ln k

. (2.37)

In terms of slow roll conditions for the prediction of the observable ns, we get

ns ' 1 + 2ηV − 6εV . (2.38)

The prediction for the ratio tensor-to-scalar r are

r ' 16εV . (2.39)

The corresponding values for these quantities, which are evaluated at the pivot scale of
k∗ = 0.05Mpc−1 are [63]

ns =


0.9659± 0.0041 Planck TT,TE,EE+lowEB+lensing

0.9651± 0.0041 Planck TT,TE,EE+lowEB+lensing+BK15

0.9668± 0.0037 Planck TT,TE,EE+lowEB+lensing+BK15+BAO

(2.40)

and

r <


0.11 Planck TT,TE,EE+lowEB+lensing

0.061 Planck TT,TE,EE+lowEB+lensing+BK15

0.063 Planck TT,TE,EE+lowEB+lensing+BK15+BAO .

(2.41)

In the following we present the predictions for the observables of the proposed models
and we will check their consistency against the Planck data.

3 Gravitational Waves from the No-Scale models

Below we will study how modifications in the superpotential or in the Kähler potential
can be used in order to explain the generation of GWs. We present two different ways
to produce such peaks in power spectrum, which as we will see it is related to the spec-
trum of GWs. The first is by modifying the Wess-Zumino and Cecotti superpotential,
given in Eqs. (2.12), (2.15), (2.13) and (2.17). The second is by modifying the Kähler
potential, meaning the kinetic term on the Lagrangian, taking into account that both
Wess-Zumino superpotential and Cecotti superpotential are unchanged. Therefore, we
present two different ways in order to get significant peaks in the power spectrum by
conserving (modifying superpotentials) and breaking (modifying Kähler potential) the
SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1) symmetry. All models give the Starobinsky effective scalar poten-
tial in the unmodified case.
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3.1 Modifying the superpotential

It was shown that the non-compact SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1) symmetry leads to the same
Starobinsky-like effective scalar potential, demonstrating an important equivalence be-
tween the different models [64]. Moreover, it can be shown that this symmetry can be
preserved [22] under proper modification of the superpotential, in order to generate a
peak in power spectrum and produce significant amount of the PBHs in the Universe.
Therefore, we consider the no-scale supergravity coset SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1). This coset
can be identified by two equivalent forms of the Kähler potential

K = −3 ln(1− |y1|2

3
− |y2|2

3
)

K = −3 ln(T + T̄ − |ϕ|
2

3
) ,

(3.1)

which can be written in two basis, the (T, ϕ) and (y1, y2).
First, by a proper modification of the Wess-Zumino model, we can derive the same

effective scalar potential in both (T, ϕ) and (y1, y2) basis. The superpotential adopted in
Ref. [22], for modified the Wess-Zumino model in (y1, y2) basis, is

W =

[
µ̂

2

(
y2

1 +
y2

2y1√
3

)
− λy

3
1

3

] [
1 + e−b1y

2
1
(
c1y1

2 + c2y1
4
)]
, (3.2)

where µ̂, λ, b1, c1 and c2 are free parameters, fixed by observations. The effective scalar
potential can be calculated by using Eq. (2.2) and the redefinition of the field, which is
given in Eq. (2.16). Using this modification the resulting effective scalar potential is not
affected by the transformations y1 → −y1 and y2 → −y2. Alternatively, using y1 → −y2

and y2 → y1, one can derive the same effective scalar potential, in the inflationary direction
y2 = Im y1 = 0, by fixing the non-canonical kinetic term as

y1 = −
√

3 tanh

(
φ√
6

)
. (3.3)

This analysis is presented in [64].
The superpotential in Eq. (3.2) can be written in the (T, ϕ) basis, if one considers the

Eq. (2.10). Hence

W =

(
µ̂

2
ϕ2 − λ

3
ϕ3

)(
1 + e−b1(

2ϕ
1+2T )

2

[
c1

(
2ϕ

1 + 2T

)2

+ c2

(
2ϕ

1 + 2T

)4
])

, (3.4)

where ϕ is the inflaton field and T is the modulo. This yields the same effective scalar
potential as in Eq. (3.2) using the redefinition of the field (2.13), in order to get canonical
kinetic terms. In Fig. 1 we present the effective scalar potential given for the super-
potential (3.2) (or equivalently Eq.(3.4)). The details for this calculation are described
in Appendix A. In order to derive this potential we redefine the field in order to have
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Figure 1: The effective potential (solid line) for the superpotential in Eq. (3.2) with the
choice of parameters λ/µ = 1/3, c1 = 1.9, c2 = −0.73 and b1 = 3.9615. The dashed like
corresponds to the Starobinsky potential.

canonical kinetic terms. We notice that there is a region around φ ≈ 1.4, where there
is a near inflection point. We expect that this feature can be imprinted in the scalar
power spectrum. On the other hand, there are many mechanisms in order to obtain an
enhancement in scalar power spectrum, such as two field models, models with bumpy
features [76, 77]. In Appendix B there is a comparison between some models. In Fig. 1
we also depict the case of c1 = c2 = 0 which correspond to the Starobinsky potential.

In addition to that, by a proper modification in Cecotti superpotential, given in (2.17),
we can produce significant peak in the power spectrum in the (y1, y2) basis. In Ref. [22]
the following superpotential is considered

W = m

(
−y1y2 +

y2y
2
1

l
√

3

)(
1 + c3e

−b2y12y1
2
)
, (3.5)

where m, l, c3, b1 are the parameters of the model. This choice of modification is made
for keeping the resulting effective scalar potential unchanged under the transformations
y1 → −y1, y2 → −y2. Also, if one considers the case of exchanging the modulo and the
inflaton field by changing y1 → −y2 and y2 → y1, the effective scalar potential remains
the same. For more detail see Refs. [22].

In the (T, ϕ) basis, the superpotential (3.5) takes the following form using Eq. (2.10)

W =

√
3

2
mϕ
(1

2
− T

)(
−1− 2T − 1− 2T

l

)[
1 + 3c3e

−3b2( 1−2T
1+2T )

2
(

1− 2T

1 + 2T

)2
]
. (3.6)

This gives the same effective scalar potential as in Eq. (3.5), if we consider the redefinition
of the field of Eq. (2.18).

The superpotentials (3.2) and (3.5) not only preserve the same resulting effective
scalar potential in both (y1, y2) and (T, ϕ) basis, by the transformation given in Eq.
(2.10), but also they can produce significant enhancement in the power spectra, explaining
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the production of PBHs, as shown in [22]. In the following we will show that these
peaks can also produce GWs spectra sizeable enough to be detected in the corresponding
experiments. These peaks are related to the inflection points in effective scalar potential,
which one can find by a proper choice of parameters, as shown in [22].

To sum up, the new terms that are present in Eqs.(3.2) and (3.5) not only preserve the
transformation laws of the symmetry SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1) as given in Eq. (2.23), but also
result to a significant enhancement in scalar power spectrum. Hence, these modifications
have the following interesting properties. First, they conserve the SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1)
symmetry. Second, they give the same form of the potential in both bases (y1, y2) and
(T, ϕ). Third, they satisfy the no-scale condition (2.5), in order to ensure the vanishing
of the cosmological constant. Last but not least, they can result to an inflection point
under proper choice of parameters and finally, therefore can yield to a significant amount
of PBHs and GWs.

3.2 Modifying the Kähler potential

In the previous section we study the generation of significant peaks in power spectrum by
modifying well-known superpotentials, which yield to the Starobinsky-like effective scalar
potential. These significant peaks can be also presented by modified only the Kähler
potential and keeping the superpotential unchanged. Hence, this amplification can be
found via breaking the SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1) symmetry by adding extra terms in the
kinetic part of the Lagrangian. In this section we present two models in order to produce
such peaks, one by keeping the Wess-Zumino superpotential (2.12) unchanged and the
other by keeping the Cecotti superpotential unchanged (2.17).

In a previous work it was shown that sizable amplification in the power spectrum can
be produced through the scheme [21]

K = −3 ln(T + T̄ − ϕϕ̄

3
+ c3e

−b3(ϕ+ϕ̄)2(ϕ+ ϕ̄)4) , (3.7)

W =
µ̂

2
ϕ2 − λ

3
ϕ3 , (3.8)

where c3 and b3 are free parameters of the model. This model has to deal with just
an extra parameter b3, which gives us both peaks in power spectrum and the correct
prediction of spectral index ns and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r. The advantage of this
model is that it leads to a reduced level of fine-tuning, as we will see later.

Also it is considered that the superpotential is given by the Cecotti form, Eq. (2.17).
Specifically, we have

K = −3 ln(T + T̄ − ϕϕ̄

3
+ F (T + T̄ , ϕ+ ϕ̄)) (3.9)

W =
√

3mϕ

(
T − 1

2

)
(3.10)
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where F (T + T̄ , ϕ+ ϕ̄) is a function of both chiral fields. Choosing

F (T + T̄ , ϕ+ ϕ̄) = e−d(T+T̄ )
(
c4e
−b4(T+T̄ )(T + T̄ )2 + λ̄(ϕ+ ϕ̄+ µ̄)

)
, (3.11)

where b4, c4, λ̄, µ̄ and d are free parameters. Although, this scheme is more complicated
than the previous one, one can derive effective scalar potential which is flat in the large
values of field.

To summarize, we have presented two different mechanisms, in order to explain the
production of GWs. The first of them is by modifying the superpotential and preserve
the transformation laws of the symmetry SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1), which provide us with
an important equivalent between the models [64]. The other is by modifying the Kähler
potential and keeping the superpotential unchanged. In all models presented in this work
we remark that we are in complete consistence with the Planck constraints.

4 Producing Gravitational Waves

Based on the previous analysis we can evaluate the amount of GWs produced during the
radiation dominated epoch. The GWs are calculated by the tensor perturbations (2.25).
The equation of motion of GWs reads as

d2hk
dτ

+ 2aH
dhk
dτ

+ k2 = Ŝk , (4.1)

where hk corresponds to the tensor metric perturbation written in Fourier space from
Eq. (2.25) and the Ŝk is the source term in Fourier space. In the radiation dominated era
the solution of Eq.(4.1) is obtained through the method of Green function as

hk(τ) =
1

a(τ)

∫
dτ̃ Gk(τ, τ̃) a(τ) Ŝk , (4.2)

where the Green function is given as follows

Gk(τ, τ̃) =
sin (k(τ − τ̃))

k
Θ(τ − τ̃) . (4.3)

The power spectrum of GWs is related to the scalar power spectrum, as the hk can
be expressed in curvature perturbation R as

hk(τ) =
4

9

∫
d3p

(2π)3

1

k3τ
e(k,p)R(p)R(k− p) [Ic(x̃, ỹ) cos(kτ) + Is(x̃, ỹ) sin(kτ)] , (4.4)

where x̃ = p/k, ỹ = |k − p|/k and e is the polarization tensor of the graviton. The
functions Ic and Is are given below. Hence, the spectrum of second order GWs can be
evaluated through the first order scalar perturbations [30–33].
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The general expression, in order to generate the present-day GWs density function
ΩGW , is given by [78]

ΩGW (k) =
1

24

(
k

aH

)2

Ph(τ, k) , (4.5)

where Ph is the tensor power spectrum and the overline denotes the average over time.
The Ph is directly related to the scalar power spectrum. Moreover, the energy density of
the GWs in terms of scalar power spectrum is [33,74,79]

ΩGW (k) =
Ωr

36

∫ 1√
3

0

dd

∫ ∞
1√
3

ds

[
(s2 − 1/3)(d2 − 1/3)

s2 + d2

]2

PR(kx)PR(ky) (I2
c + I2

s ). (4.6)

The radiation density Ωr has the present day value Ωr ≈ 5.4× 10−5. The variables x and
y are

x =

√
3

2
(s+ d), y =

√
3

2
(s− d). (4.7)

Finally, the functions Ic and Is are given by the expressions

Ic = −36π
(s2 + d2 − 2)2

(s2 − d2)3
Θ(s− 1) (4.8)

Is = −36
(s2 + d2 − 2)2

(s2 − d2)2

[
(s2 + d2 − 2)

(s2 − d2)
log

∣∣∣∣d2 − 1

s2 − 1

∣∣∣∣+ 2

]
. (4.9)

Using that

1 Mpc−1 = 0.97154× 10−14 s−1 and k = 2πf

we can evaluate the energy density of power spectrum as a function of the frequency
f . We notice that we must consider the possible modification of the relativistic degrees
of freedom, as described in [79]. Although a detailed discussion on this, goes beyond
the scope of this work, we have checked numerically that our results have a quite weak
dependence on this modification.

An analytical estimation of the energy density of the GWs has been shown in [74].
The power spectrum can be approximated by the power-law spectrum as in Eq.(2.34). In
Ref. [74] the following approximation is considered

ΩGW (k) = Q(n)

(
P0

(
k

kpeak

)−n)2

, (4.10)

where the coefficients Q(n) are given in [74] for specific values of n. This equation is
valid in ultraviolet (UV) region, if k � kpeak [80, 81]. There are two assumption for the
value of n

n =

{
nUV , 0 < nUV < 4

2 + nUV /2 , nUV > 4 ,
(4.11)
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where nUV is a positive constant and it is referred as the spectral index in UV region. For
k � kpeak in the infrared (IR) regions we have the following approximation

ΩGW (k) = Q(n)P 2
0

(
k

kpeak

)3

. (4.12)

In [82,83] is shown that there is a general behaviour of the power spectrum of GWs in
the IR regions. In particular, in the IR scales the energy density of GWs has been shown
that follows the power law [82]:

ΩGW ∝ f 3−2/ ln(fc/f), (4.13)

where fc is roughly the peak of the frequency. In the region of the peak this approximation
becomes

ΩGW ∝ f 2−2/ ln(fc/f),

and it is valid if the power spectrum of scalar curvature perturbation is narrow [82].

4.1 Modifying the superpotential

Now we turn to the results of the power spectrum and the stochastic spectrum of GWs
in the case of superpotentials (3.2) and (3.5), where the Kähler potential gets the form in
(y1, y2) basis given in Eq. (2.7). By evaluating the effective scalar potential as shown in
Eq.(2.1), we can get inflection points, which can yield significant enhancement in the power
spectrum, as calculated from Eq. (2.32). We remark that using the Kähler potential in the
(T, ϕ) basis given from Eq. (3.1) and the corresponding superpotential from Eqs. (2.23)
and (3.10), we derive the same effective scalar potential and hence the same results. In the
following, we will use the basis (y1, y2), in spite the fact that we derive the same effective
potential in the basis (T, ϕ) if we consider the transformation laws given in Eq. (2.8) and
analyzed in [22,64].

Having evaluated the effective scalar potential using the superpotentials in (3.2) and
(3.5), as well as the Kähler potential in (2.7), we proceed to the numerical integration of
the background dynamics, as given in Eq.(2.24), and the perturbation of the field as given
in the Eq. (2.26) and Eq. (2.27). The numerical procedure, which we follow, is shown in
Refs. [21, 22]. For initial conditions of the field we use those which that predict ns and
r compatible to Planck measurements [62, 63] and result to a peak in power spectrum in
the appropriate place, in order to explain the generation of GWs. The values of the initial
condition, as well as the prediction for ns and r for the cases (3.2) and (3.5) are given in
Table 1 respectively. With φ we denote the field after the redefinition given in Eq. (2.16)
for obtaining canonical kinetic terms.

Afterwards, we evaluate numerically the energy density of GWs, which is given in
Eq. (4.6), as we described before. In Figs. 2 and 4 we present the power spectrum and the
density abundance of GWs for the cases (3.2) and (3.5) respectively. One can remark that
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φic ns r
1 4.98 0.9691 0.0103
2 4.84 0.9639 0.0153

Table 1: Initial conditions for the effective scalar potential in Eqs. (3.2) and (3.5) and
the predictions for ns and r.

the enhancement of scalar spectrum can be imprinted in the density of GWs. We present
both the exact power spectrum given from (2.33) with solid black lines and the spectrum
from the power-law formula (2.34) with dashed red line. The choice of parameters, in order
to achieve the inflection point in the effective scalar potential is given in the caption. We
notice that it is important the position of the peak, to be within 1012 − 1014Mpc−1, in
order to lie in the observational range of the future GWs experiments.

In order to compare with the numerical evaluation of the GWs abundance, we show
in Fig. 3 the corresponding example of Fig. 2. We evaluate the IR slope given from
Eq.(4.13) with red dashed line and the UV slope given from Eq.(4.10) with blue dashed
line. We use nUV = 1.8, that lies in the region nUV < 4.
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Figure 2: The power spectrum (left) with solid line (numerical) and with dashed (analyt-
ical from Eq. 2.34). The density of stochastic GWs (right). Both plots are for the case of
modifying Wess-Zumino superpotential. We choose λ/µ = 1/3, c1 = 1.9, c2 = −0.73 and
b1 = 3.9615.

4.2 Modifying the Kähler potential

In this section we present the results of the power spectrum and the abundances of GWs in
the case of the modified Kähler potential, given in Eqs. (3.9) and (3.11). This case is more
labored than the previous one, because there is analytic expression for transformation of
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Figure 3: The energy density of GWs for the case of modifying Wess-Zumino superpo-
tential. Dashed lines corresponds to analytical approximation of the IR slope (red) and
UV slope (blue).
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Figure 4: The power spectrum (left) with solid line (numerical) and with dashed (analyt-
ical from Eq. 2.34). The density of stochastic GW (right). Both plots are for the case of
modifying Cecotti superpotential. We choose c3 = 13.2, l = 1.00028 and b2 = 8.575.

the field, in order to have canonical kinetic terms. Hence, the Eq. (2.19) should be used.
We proceed with the numerical integration of background and curvature perturbations of
the field, assuming that we are in Bunch-Davies vacuum, given in Eqs. (2.24), (2.26) and
(2.27), as we have discussed before.

In Figs. 5 and 6 we present the resulting power spectrum and the density abundance
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of GWs for the Eqs. (3.9) and (3.11), respectively. The choice of initial conditions and the
prediction for ns and r are given in Table 2. In this table we present the initial condition
for the canonical normalized field, which we denote with φ. In this Table we show that
the prediction of ns and r are consistent with the Planck constraints [62, 63], as in the
previous cases.

φic ns r
1 4.899 0.9612 0.0121
2 4.097 0.9601 0.0092

Table 2: Initial conditions for the field for the Eqs. (3.7) and (3.9) and the prediction of
ns and r.
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Figure 5: The power spectrum (left) with solid line (numerical) and with dashed (an-
alytical from Eq. 2.34). The density of stochastic GWs (right) for the case of modify-
ing Wess-Zumino. We choose for the parameters b3 = 87.38, c = 0.065, c3 = −4 and
λ/µ = 0.33327

In left panels in the Figs. 5 and 6 we also show the numerical and analytical results
of power spectrum from Eqs. (2.33) and (2.34). The value of n in Eq. (2.34) ranges from
0.15 to 2.7 [75]. In both models, either by modifying the Kähler potential or by modifying
the superpotential), n ranges from 0.8 to 1.8. Hence, in order to estimate the effect of the
non-gaussianities the analysis of [75] can be used. In particular, this related to the peaks
of power spectrum Ppeak = 10−3 − 10−2 as fNL / 10−2. Generally, the amplitude fNL is
defined as

fNL =
5

6

B(k1, k2, k3)

PR(k1)PR(k2) + PR(k1)PR(k3) + PR(k2)PR(k3)
, (4.14)

where B is the bispectrum. According to the study [75] the non-gausianities of models
with an enhanced power spectrum can be large enough not to satisfy the constraints on
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Figure 6: The power spectrum (left) with solid line (numerical) and with dashed (ana-
lytical from Eq. 2.34). The density of stochastic GWs (right) for the case of modifying
Cecotti. The parameters are d = −0.054, b4 = 7.51511, c4 = 8.8, λ̄ = −0.5 and µ̄ = 1.0

the PBHs abundance. We note that in this paper we focus in the production of GWs, as
the production of the PBHs for these models has already presented elsewhere [21,22].

The production of PBHs using similar modifications in the SUGRA model has been
studied in [22]. There, it was concluded that the maximum value of the peak of the
power spectrum should be around 3 − 5 × 10−2. In this analysis here, that refers to the
production of GWs this restriction does not apply.

That is, the power spectra of GWs, will be detected by future experiments, such as
LISA or DECIGO even if the high of the peak of the power spectrum is smaller than
10−2. On the other hand, the abundance of the PBHs is exponentially sensitive to the
mass fraction of the Universe that collapse to PBHs [84–88]. Consequently, it is expected
that the amount of the fine-tuning in the parameters of the extra terms, will be reduced.
We discuss this point in Appendix B.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we introduce four models in order to propose a possible scenario for the
production of GWs, that can be detected by future space-based experiments of GWs. A
well-known way to get amplified production of the GWs is an enhancement in the scalar
power spectrum, since the first and second order spectra are related. There are many
mechanisms proposed in the literature, in order to get such an enhancement. In our
study we employed this of the near inflection point, in the context of single field inflation.
We embedded this scenario in models derived by no-scale SUGRA theory and especially
we consider models that conserve and break the SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1) symmetry.
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First, we modified the Wess-Zumino and the Cecotti superpotentials. These modifica-
tions leads to the effective scalar potential, which is equivalent in both bases (T, ϕ) and
(y1, y2). Both of these models can conserve the SU(2,1)/SU(2)× U(1) symmetry, as we
can properly interplay between the fields y1 and y2 and we can derive the same effective
scalar potential. The same potential can be found, if we transform the fields and use
the equivalent forms in the (T, ϕ) basis. The equivalence between the models has been
studied for the unmodified case. However, in our study we have the additional feature of
an inflection point that leads to a significant enhancement of the scalar power spectrum.

Secondly, we keep these two superpotentials, Wess-Zumino and Cecotti, unchanged
and we modify the Kähler potential in (T, ϕ) basis. The resulting effective scalar potential
can only be given numerically, as there is not an analytical solution with canonical kinetic
term. Hence, we derive four inflationary potentials with a near inflection point.

This enhancement of scalar power spectrum is expected to be imprinted in the energy
density of GWs. In order to evaluate this energy density, we calculate numerically the
perturbations of the field for all the proposed potentials. We evaluate the scalar power
spectrum and then the corresponding energy densities of GWs. We show that these
models give sizable GWs spectra, which can be detected by the future experiments. Last
but not least, all the models presented in this work are consistent with the observational
constraints on inflation.

A The forms of the scalar potential

In general the scalar potential can be evaluated in the framework of supergravity, if we
use the following expression:

V = eK(DΦWKΦ̄ΦDΦ̄W̄ − 3|W |2) , (A.1)

where

DΦW =
∂W

∂Φ
+
∂K

∂Φ
W. (A.2)

In this Appendix we sum up the four models proposed in the text and we present the
effective scalar potentials for the two first models.

A.1 Model I

For the choice of Kähler potential

K = −3 ln(1− |y1|2

3
− |y2|2

3
) (A.3)

we modify the superpotential given in Eq. (2.12) as:

W =

[
µ̂

2

(
y2

1 +
y2

2y1√
3

)
− λy

3
1

3

] [
1 + e−b1y

2
1
(
c1y1

2 + c2y1
4
)]

(A.4)
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where µ̂, λ, b1, c1 and c2 are free parameters. If we use Eq. (A.1), the effective scalar
potential becomes:

V/µ2 = sinh2

(
φ√
6

)[
9 tanh4

(
φ√
6

)
e
−6b1 tanh2

(
φ√
6

)(
µ− 2λ tanh

(
φ√
6

))2

×

×
(

tanh2

(
φ√
6

)
(6c2 − 3b1c1)− 9b1c2 tanh4

(
φ√
6

)
+ c1

)2

−

− 3 sinh2

(
φ√
6

)
e
−6b1 tanh2

(
φ√
6

)(
µ− 2λ tanh

(
φ√
6

))
×

×
(

2µ− 6λ tanh

(
φ√
6

)
+ µ tanh2

(
φ√
6

))
cosh2

(
φ√
6

)(
µ− 3λ tanh

(
φ√
6

))2

×
(

3 tanh2

(
φ√
6

)
e
−3b1 tanh2

(
φ√
6

)(
c1 + 3c2 tanh2

(
φ√
6

))
+ 1

)2

+

+

(
e

3b1 tanh2
(
φ√
6

)
+ 3c1 tanh2

(
φ√
6

)
+ 9c2 tanh4

(
φ√
6

))
×

×
(

3 tanh2

(
φ√
6

)
(b1c1 − 2c2) + 9b1c2 tanh4

(
φ√
6

)
− c1

)]
(A.5)

where µ̂ = µ
√
c/3. We have considered that the inflationary direction for this example is

given as:
y1 = ϕ, y2 = 0. (A.6)

Moreover, in order to have fix the non- canonical kinetic term we consider the redefinition
of the field:

y1 = −
√

3 tanh

(
φ√
6

)
. (A.7)

We remark that the same effective scalar potential can be derived if we have the following
transformations: y1 → −y1 and y2 → −y2 [22, 64].

The same form of the potential can be derived, if we use the basis (T, ϕ) with the
tranformation described in the text from Eqs.(2.8), (2.9) and (2.10). Hence, we have the
following forms:

K = −3 ln(T + T̄ − |ϕ|
2

3
) (A.8)

W =

(
µ̂

2
ϕ2 − λ

3
ϕ3

)(
1 + e−b1(

2ϕ
1+2T )

2

[
c1

(
2ϕ

1 + 2T

)2

+ c2

(
2ϕ

1 + 2T

)4
])

. (A.9)

We choose the following direction T = Imϕ = 0 and Reϕ = φ and we apply Eq. (A.1).
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A.2 Model II

For the choice of Kähler potential (A.3) we modify the superpotential given in Eq. (2.17)
as:

W = m

(
−y1y2 +

y2y
2
1

l
√

3

)(
1 + c3e

−b2y12y1
2
)
. (A.10)

From Eq. (A.1) we derive the form of effective scalar potential, which is given as follows:

V/m2 =
3

l2
sinh2

(
φ√
6

)
cosh2

(
φ√
6

)
e
−6b tanh2

(
φ√
6

)(
l − tanh

(
φ√
6

))2

×
(
e

3b tanh2
(
φ√
6

)
+ 3c3 tanh2

(
φ√
6

))2

.

(A.11)

As in model 1, we choose the inflationary direction (A.6) and we fix the non- canonical
kinetic terms. This potential has the following free parameters: l, b2 and c3.

We can use the other form of the Kähler potential (A.8) and with proper tranfor-
mations given from Eqs.(2.8), (2.9) and (2.10) we can take the equivalent form of the
superpotential in the basis (T, ϕ). The superpotential is given as follows:

W =

√
3

2
mϕ
(1

2
− T

)(
−1− 2T − 1− 2T

l

)[
1 + 3c3e

−3b2( 1−2T
1+2T )

2
(

1− 2T

1 + 2T

)2
]
. (A.12)

A.3 Model III

In this model we do not change the superpotential but the Kähler potential in (T, ϕ)
basis. For superpotential we choose this of Wess Zumino model described in Eq. (2.12).

K = −3 ln(T + T̄ − ϕϕ̄

3
+ c4e

−b3(ϕ+ϕ̄)2(ϕ+ ϕ̄)4) , (A.13)

W =
µ̂

2
ϕ2 − λ

3
ϕ3. (A.14)

We can evaluate the scalar potential from (A.1). In this case the non-canonical kinetic
term can be fixed only numerically. The direction of inflation is T = c/2 and ϕ = φ. The
free parameters for this case are c, λ, µ, c3, b3 and c.

A.4 Model IV

In this model we modify the described in Eq.(A.8) and we keep unchanged the Cecotti
superpotential given in (2.17). Hence we have:

K = −3 ln(T + T̄ − ϕϕ̄

3
+ F (T + T̄ , ϕ+ ϕ̄)) (A.15)
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W =
√

3mϕ

(
T − 1

2

)
(A.16)

where F (T + T̄ , ϕ+ ϕ̄) is a function of both chiral fields. We choose the following form

F (T + T̄ , ϕ+ ϕ̄) = e−d(T+T̄ )
(
c4e
−b4(T+T̄ )(T + T̄ )2 + λ̄(ϕ+ ϕ̄+ µ̄)

)
, (A.17)

and we assume that the inflationary direction is

T = ReT = φ, ImT = ϕ = 0. (A.18)

The scalar power spectrum can be evaluated numerically by using Eq. (A.1). We need
to consider the transformation of the field in order to have canonical kinetic term. This
redefinition can be evaluated only numerically as in the previous case. The free parameters
are m, d, b4, c4, λ̄ and µ̄.

B Fine-tuning analysis and a comparison between

the models

It is well-known that the enhancement of scalar power spectrum, which occurs due to
the inflection point in the effective scalar potential requires a lot of fine-tuning [19]. The
value of this enhancement can be smaller in the case of studying the production of GWs
than in the case of studying the amount of DM from the PBHs. In Ref. [22] there is a
discussion explaining how the parameters of the potential presented in this work arise. In
this Appendix we analyse the level of fine-tuning by considering the parameter bi, which
is presented throughout this work and is the parameter, which depends on the power
spectrum’s peak and demands more fine-tuning.

The role of the parameter bi is to trigger an enhancement in the power spectrum. In
order to analyze the level of fine-tuning, we calculate the parameter ∆b, which is shown
in Refs. [89,90] and it is given as the max value of the follow quantity

∆b =

∣∣∣∣∣∂ ln(P peak
R )

∂ ln(bi)

∣∣∣∣∣ . (B.1)

In the following, we study the fine-tuning of the function P peak
R (bi). Large value of the

maximum of the quantity ∆b means that a high level of fine-tuning is required. As we
mentioned before, we expect that the fine-tuning of the parameters can be decreased in
the study of generation of GWs, due to its wider range of peak’s height in comparison
with the production of PBHs.

In Fig.7 we show the quantity ∆b as a function of the peak of the power spectrum. In
particular we show how the quantity ∆b varies in respect to the values of the spectrum’s
peak in the case of study PBHs (blue line) and in the case of GWs (red line). The case for
this plot is the model described from the Eqs.(3.7) and( 3.8) (model III of Appendix A).
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Figure 7: The level of fine-tuning for the case (3.7).

As one can notice we need more fine-tuning when we study PBHs. This occurs not only
due to smaller peaks, which are needed in the study of GWs, but also due to the specific
value of the threshold presented in the evaluation of the production of PBHs. Specifically,
in order to obtain a significant amount of DM from PBHs and to use the proposed values
for threshold, as analysed in [84–88], we need to properly adjust the extra parameters of
the model. This increases the fine-tuning in the study of PBHs.

We remark that in the previous study of Refs [22], where the fine-tuning for the PBHs
production is analysed, the maximum value of (∆b) was at the order of magnitude of
106. In a relevant study of Ref. [19] the amount of fine-tuning for PBHs was at level of
108. It is possible that the fine-tuning can be decreased further. In Table 3, we show the
value of the maximum of ∆b, assuming that we have the minimal enhancement of peak of
the power spectrum, in order to predict the future space based experiment DECIGO. In
other words, we calculate the max( ∆b) by considering that the peak of power spectrum
is around k = 10−5. In Table 3 we present, for comparison, the maximum value of ∆b

for PBHs, as adopted in Refs. [21, 22]. One can notice that there is sizable difference
with respect to the case of the production of the GWs. Specifically, the fine-tuning in our
current analysis is smaller at least two orders of magnitude.

Finally, in order to have a comparison with the previous mechanisms with an enhance-
ment in scalar power spectrum analysed in the literature, we depict the quantity ∆b for
different models. In particular, in Fig.8 we show the power spectrum for the case given
Eqs.(3.7) and( 3.8) with blue lines. Orange lines corresponds to the model presented
in [77] where the enhancement of power spectrum comes from a bulky potential. Green
lines to the two- model shown in [24]. In this work a two field model with a non-canonical
kinetic term has been proposed. In both these models the underlying parameter b needs
fine-tuning in order to obtain the proper enhancement. The left panel of the Fig.8 shows
the power spectrum of these models, reproduced by the methodology of subsection 2.2

23



case max(∆b)PBHs max(∆b)GWs

1 7.9 ×105 3.5 ×103

2 9.8 ×105 3.6 ×103

3 1.6 ×105 8.5× 102

4 4.2 ×106 5.6 ×104

Table 3: The maximum value for ∆b for the cases in Eqs. (3.2), (3.5),(3.7) and (3.9)
respectively. The abundances of PBHs are adopted by [21,22]. Details given are in main
text.
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Figure 8: The level of fine-tuning for our model (blue) with comparison with this amount
from other models.

and the right panel shows the quantity ∆b. We notice that models with an inflection point
have more fine-tuning than the other ones. Models with a bumb feature in the poten-
tial have significantly less fine-tuning than the models with an inflection point. Finally,
models with two fields experience the less fine-tuning of all cases.
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