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We investigate the effects of non-zero spatial curvature on cosmic inflation in the light of cosmic
microwave background (CMB) anisotropy measurements from the Planck 2018 legacy release and
from the 2015 observing season of Bicep2 and the Keck Array. Even a small percentage of
non-zero curvature today would significantly limit the total number of e-folds of the scale factor
during inflation, rendering just-enough inflation scenarios with a kinetically dominated or fast-
roll stage prior to slow-roll inflation more likely. Finite inflation leads to oscillations and a cutoff
towards large scales in the primordial power spectrum and curvature pushes them into the CMB
observable window. Using nested sampling, we carry out Bayesian parameter estimations and model
comparisons taking into account constraints from reheating and horizon considerations. We confirm
the preference of CMB data for closed universes with Bayesian odds of over 100 : 1 and with a
posterior on the curvature density parameter of ΩK,0 = −0.051± 0.017 for a curvature extension
of ΛCDM and ΩK,0 = −0.031± 0.014 for Starobinsky inflation. Model comparisons of various
inflation models give similar results as for flat universes with the Starobinsky model outperforming
most other models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Measurements of the cosmic microwave back-
ground (CMB) radiation anisotropies with the Planck
satellite [1–3] have allowed us to refine our view of the
Universe to unprecedented precision. This has led to
what can be viewed as the current standard model of
cosmology, called ΛCDM for the two dominant contribu-
tions to the overall energy density today: a cosmological
constant Λ and cold dark matter (effectively collisionless
with no electromagnetic interactions). The ΛCDM
model is characterised through six free parameters,
most of which can by now be given to percent-level
precision [4–6]. It assumes the Friedmann–Lemâıtre–
Robertson–Walker (FLRW) metric [7–12] with flat
spatial geometry.

Cosmic inflation was originally [13–16] developed as
a mechanism to explain the observed homogeneity and
flatness of our Universe and is the currently preferred de-
scription of the generation of primordial density pertur-
bations. In the ΛCDM model the latter are summarised
by two parameters, the scalar power amplitude As and
spectral index ns, characterising a power-law primordial
power spectrum (PPS) of density anisotropies. The small
deviation from unity of the scalar spectral index, and
thus from scale invariance of the PPS, has been confirmed
to 8σ precision and is one of the prime successes of cosmic
inflation [6]. In its simplest form, the accelerated expan-
sion of the Universe during cosmic inflation is driven by a
single scalar field φ (called “inflaton”) with a standard ki-
netic term that slowly rolls down a potential V (φ). This
slow-roll scenario in a flat universe has been investigated
extensively for various inflationary potentials [17–24].

Despite the success of flat ΛCDM there has been a
persistent preference for positive curvature (closed uni-
verses) in CMB temperature and polarisation data [4–
6, 25–28]. The 2018 data release from the Planck satel-
lite [6] in particular has sparked discussion around ev-
idence for spatial curvature in the CMB and about a
possible discordance or tension with measurements from
other sources such as baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO)
or luminosity distance data, e.g. type Ia supernovae or
Cepheid variables [28–32]. Such tensions can be caused
by incomplete physical models or unknown systematic
effects and need to be isolated and corrected in order
for the combination of such datasets to improve the
overall accuracy of parameter constraints (see e.g. [33–
35]). In the case of curved universes the tension with
BAO data could be caused by the assumption of a
flat fiducial model, e.g. for the purpose of data com-
pression (see also [36]). Immediately prior to the re-
lease of this paper, a new analysis of BAO data with-
out flat fiducial assumptions [37] demonstrated that in
fact BAO data prefer closed universes at 2σ significance
ΩK,0 = −0.089+0.049

−0.046. In combination with Planck data,
the significance is maintained, although is closer to flat
ΩK,0 = −0.0041+0.0026

−0.0021, with curved models compatible
with data with a Bayesian evidence of 2:1 for closure. In

this work we investigate pure CMB constraints, which in
the context of studying cosmic inflation has some merit
of itself, since inflation provides a mechanism to drive the
primordial Universe towards flatness. Thus it is interest-
ing to explore whether the CMB preference for closed uni-
verses survives the application to specific inflation mod-
els. Future work will continue to incorporate alternative
likelihoods as and when they are updated removing flat-
ness assumptions.

Non-zero spatial curvature affects the CMB anisotropy
spectrum on two levels. First, curvature terms in
the Boltzmann equations will modify the transfer func-
tions, which encode the evolution of linear perturbations
through the standard Big Bang epochs of radiation, mat-
ter and Λ domination until today. This makes up the
curvature effect, which is commonly studied through an
extension of the base ΛCDM model with a variable cur-
vature density parameter ΩK,0 as mentioned in the ab-
stract. Note that we use the subscript 0 to refer to
present-day quantities. Second, a detection of present-
day non-zero curvature would strongly limit the total
amount of slow-roll inflation (measured in terms of e-
foldings of the scale factor a) and thereby would affect
the PPS, particularly on large scales [38]. This could ex-
plain some of the unexplained features in the CMB angu-
lar power spectra, such as the lack of power on the largest
scales [39]. Additionally, non-zero curvature renders sce-
narios of finite inflation more likely, including those with
a phase of fast-roll inflation or kinetic dominance (KD)
(where the inflaton’s kinetic energy dominates over its
potential energy) preceding slow-roll. See e.g. [40, 41] for
early accounts on the generality of slow-roll inflation as
an attractor solution and possible preceding stages of KD
and fast-roll with and without curvature. Other motiva-
tions for KD or fast-roll include holographic bounds [42–
45] or certain potentials that render a preceding phase
of KD or fast-roll more likely [46] or that predict fewer
e-folds of inflation [47]. This form of a finite amount
of inflation is often also referred to as just-enough infla-
tion [48]. The consequences of a preceding KD or fast-roll
stage have mostly been studied assuming a flat cosmol-
ogy, see e.g. [49–63]. There have been a few studies of
the large scale curvature effects on the PPS and how they
translate to the CMB anisotropy spectra [38, 64–67], but
these did not go beyond a phenomenological study of
some specific parameter combinations.

In this paper we build on the ΛCDM extension with
a non-zero curvature density parameter ΩK,0, which al-
ready accounts for curvature effects on the transfer func-
tions of the Boltzmann equations of cosmology. We fur-
ther investigate the other implications of non-zero cur-
vature on cosmic inflation, the PPS of scalar and tensor
perturbations, and thus the CMB temperature and po-
larisation angular power spectra. To that end we com-
pute the PPS numerically in order to include large scale
curvature effects where the slow-roll approximation of in-
flation no longer holds. We interface our numerical PPS
with the Boltzmann code CLASS [68] to compute the CMB
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anisotropy spectra, which we then use for parameter esti-
mation and model comparison in a fully Bayesian analy-
sis, making use of Cobaya’s [69] interface with the nested
sampling code PolyChord [70, 71]. Using CLASS with
its fully quantised treatment for closed universes [72]∗

addresses the concerns raised in [32] about the proper
treatment of the power spectra on large scales with non-
zero spatial curvature in other cosmological codes. For
the post-processing of the nested sampling chains we use
anesthetic [73].

Note that there are two different perspectives one can
adopt when applying a prior to the curvature density
parameter ΩK,0. On the one hand, one can claim ig-
norance about the spatial curvature of the universe and
apply a uniform prior over some range, typically sym-
metric about ΩK,0 = 0. This is the approach taken e.g.
in [4–6] and also in this paper. A preference for non-zero
curvature by the data will then limit the total amount of
inflation as described in the previous paragraph. On the
other hand, one can take the view that a priori one ex-
pects inflation to produce a large number of e-folds of the
scale factor, in which case it has been suggested that one
should instead adopt a prior that is strongly peaked at
ΩK,0 = 0, with tails extending to non-zero curvature val-
ues [32]. We leave the exploration of such different prior
assumptions to future work and take the more common,
curvature agnostic approach in this paper.

The structure of this paper is as follows. We first re-
view our statistical and computational methods in Sec-
tion II. In the following Sections III to V we review the
necessary theoretical background of inflation, including
reasons why it might be finite, and the initial conditions
we use in such cases of finite inflation. These sections
also serve as an introduction of our notation. In Sec-
tion VII we present our numerical results for the evolu-
tion of the comoving Hubble horizon prior to and during
inflation, with a specific focus on the effects of curva-
ture at the very start of inflation. Section VIII focuses
on the amount of conformal time passing before versus
after the end of inflation. This places an important con-
straint on primordial parameters, especially primordial
curvature, in order to solve the horizon problem. Next,
in Section IX, we investigate another constraint originat-
ing from the reheating epoch following inflation, which is
particularly relevant for the total duration of inflation. In
Section X we review the computations going into the gen-
eration of the PPS. In Section XI we present some popu-
lar choices of inflationary potentials and their predictions
for slow-roll parameters such as the scalar spectral in-
dex ns, its running nrun, and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r
of primordial perturbations. We compare the slow-roll

∗ Quantised means here that, owing to their finite size of closed
universes, the set of possible perturbation modes becomes dis-
crete. Thus, the primordial power spectrum of curvature pertur-
bations is defined on a discrete set of wavenumbers k rather than
being a continuous function.

predictions for these parameters to their corresponding
one-parameter extensions of ΛCDM, while also allowing
for non-zero spatial curvature. Much of the theory pre-
sented up to this point is well-covered in the literature for
the flat case. However, since the curved case is consid-
erably more complex when all effects of and constraints
associated with curvature are combined, it warrants a
lengthier exposition in this paper. Section XII gives an
overview of our choice of parametrisation used for our
nested sampling runs, the results of which we present
in Section XIII. We start with results from parameter
extensions of ΛCDM with the curvature density param-
eter ΩK,0 and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r, followed by
various single scalar field inflation models using the fully
numeric computation of the PPS. We draw conclusions
in Section XIV.

II. METHODS

We make use of the same tools as in our preceding
analysis [74] of the effects of half-constrained parameters
on the Bayesian evidence. Hence, this section follows
closely the corresponding “methods” section therein.

A. Bayesian inference and nested sampling

For the estimation of the probability distribution of
a set of model parameters θ and for the comparison of
various models M with one another, we make use of
Bayesian methods rooted in Bayes’ theorem. The the-
orem describes how to update a prior belief πM (θ) with
the likelihood LM (θ) of the parameters θ in light of new
data D:

Pr(θ |D,M)× Pr(D |M) = Pr(D | θ,M)× Pr(θ |M),

Posterior× Evidence = Likelihood× Prior,

PM (θ)×ZM = LM (θ)× πM (θ). (1)

The posterior PM (θ) is the main quantity of interest in
parameter estimation, representing our state of knowl-
edge about the parameters θ given a model M and the
data D. The evidence ZM is pivotal for model compari-
son.

Were we interested only in parameter estimation, it
would be sufficient to consider the unnormalised poste-
rior, which is proportional to the product of likelihood
and prior, and the Bayesian evidence could be neglected
as a mere normalisation factor. However, for the com-
parison of two models A and B the evidence becomes
important. Putting the two models on the same footing
a priori, i.e. Pr(A) = Pr(B), the posterior probability
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ratio is equal to the evidence ratio of the two models:

Pr(A|D)

Pr(B|D)
=

Pr(D|A)

Pr(D|B)
=
ZA
ZB

(2)

This ratio can be interpreted as betting odds for the two
models. We typically quote this in terms of the log-
difference of evidences ∆ lnZ = ln(ZA/ZB).

The Bayesian evidence is sometimes also referred to as
the marginal likelihood and thereby can be interpreted
as the prior average of the likelihood:

ZM =

∫
LM (θ)πM (θ) dθ =

〈
LM
〉
π
. (3)

The Bayesian evidence is notoriously difficult to calcu-
late because it requires the whole parameter space to
be taken into account, unlike the posterior distribution,
which typically spans only a small fraction of the sam-
pled parameter space. On the other hand, the evidence
takes the complexity of a model into account by automat-
ically applying an Occam penalty to over-parametrised
models. We use PolyChord [70, 71], a nested sampler
designed to efficiently sample high-dimensional parame-
ter spaces equipped with a speed hierarchy that allows it
to oversample the many nuisance parameters that come
with experiments such as Planck [75] or the Bicep2
and Keck Array [76].

Another useful quantity to investigate is the Kullback–
Leibler (KL) divergence defined as

DKL,M =

∫
PM (θ) ln

(
PM (θ)

πM (θ)

)
dθ. (4)

It is also referred to as the relative entropy, describing its
role in quantifying the information gain when going from
the prior to the posterior distribution. Splitting up the
log-evidence into KL-divergence and posterior average of
the log-likelihood highlights how the KL-divergence can
also be viewed as a measure of the Occam penalty that
goes into the Bayesian evidence, with the posterior aver-
age of the log-likelihood being a measure of the fit of the
model (see also [74]):

ln

(∫
LMπMdθ

)
=

∫
PM lnLMdθ −

∫
PM ln

(
PM
πM

)
dθ,

(log-)evidence = parameter fit − Occam penalty,

lnZM = 〈lnLM 〉P −DKL,M . (5)

Besides the posterior average of the log-likelihood, we
note that the posterior variance of the log-likelihood
gives us the Bayesian model dimensionality dM , a mea-
sure of the number of parameters constrained by the
data, which typically differs from the total number of

free sampling parameters [77]:

dM
2

=

∫
PM (θ)

(
ln
PM (θ)

πM (θ)
−DKL,M

)2

dθ (6)

=
〈

(lnLM )
2 〉
P −

〈
lnLM

〉2
P . (7)

B. ODE solvers

For the integration of the ordinary differential equa-
tions (ODEs) of the primordial inflationary background,
to be introduced in Section III in Eqs. (15) to (18),
we use scipy’s high-order Runge–Kutta (RK) integra-
tor [78, 79]. The mode Eqs. (50) and (57) of primordial
perturbations are highly oscillatory in time and there-
fore pose a challenge for standard RK integrators, whose
stepsizes are limited to around one wavelength of oscilla-
tion. Their runtime therefore scales as O(k), with k be-
ing the characteristic frequency of the mode. Instead, we
use oscode [80, 81] for these equations, whose adaptive
algorithm [82] switches automatically between two nu-
merical methods based on whether the solution is slowly
varying or oscillatory. When the solution varies slowly,
oscode behaves as a fifth order Runge–Kutta solver with
an adaptive stepsize. In regions of high-frequency oscil-
lations, oscode switches over to using the asymptotic
Wentzel–Kramers–Brillouin (WKB) approximation valid
for oscillatory functions, which allows it to step over
many wavelengths of oscillations and have a frequency-
independent, O(1), runtime.

C. Statistical and cosmological software

We explore the posterior distributions of cosmological
and nuisance parameters using Cobaya [69], which inter-
faces the sampling with the theory codes and provides
both the MCMC sampler developed for CosmoMC [83, 84]
with a “fast dragging” procedure described in [85] and
the nested sampling code PolyChord [70, 71], tailored
for high-dimensional parameter spaces, which can si-
multaneously calculate the Bayesian evidence. For the
cosmological theory code we use the Boltzmann solver
CLASS [68, 72, 86, 87], which computes the theoretical
CMB power spectra for temperature and polarisation
modes. We extend CLASS with our own code primpy†

computing the primordial power spectrum for various in-
flationary potentials, making use of the aforementioned
ODE solver oscode [80].

The resulting MCMC and nested sampling chains gen-
erated for this paper have been published on Zenodo [88].

† Access to the primpy code can be provided upon request. It can
be found on GitHub at https://github.com/lukashergt/primpy
and will potentially be made public at a later stage.

https://github.com/lukashergt/primpy
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We use GetDist [89] to generate the data tables
of marginalised parameter values. The post-processing
of the nested sampling output for the computation of
Bayesian evidence, KL-divergence and Bayesian model
dimensionality, as well as the plotting functionality for
posterior contours is performed using the python module
anesthetic [73].

D. Data

We use the 2018 temperature and polarisation
data from the Planck satellite [75], abbreviated as
“TT, TE,EE+ lowE” in the Planck publication. Note
that the explicit writing of “lowE” but lack of “lowT”
might mislead one to the conclusion that only E-mode
and no temperature data were used at low multipoles.
However, this is not the case. The abbreviation implies
the inclusion of both high-` and low-` temperature auto-
correlation data. To save space we will frequently refer
to this Planck data release as “P18”. For computation-
ally more expensive sampling runs, we sometimes use the
“lite” version of the likelihood, where most nuisance pa-
rameters were marginalised out. We will label this in
corresponding figure legends as “P18lite”.

Additionally, we use B-mode data from the 2015 ob-
serving season of Bicep2 and the Keck Array CMB
experiments [76] (2018 data release), which we abbrevi-
ate as “BK15”.

Note that there have been new data releases by both
the Planck [90, 91] and the Bicep/Keck [92] collab-
orations, but due to the computationally expensive cur-
vature runs, we use their previous data releases in this
paper.

As mentioned in the introduction we have chosen not to
include data from CMB lensing and from Baryon Acous-
tic Oscillations (BAOs), which have been shown to be
in some tension for closed universes [29–31]. The rea-
sons for this discordance are unclear, but may be related
to the same issue as with the lensing parameter Alens

or the fact that the corresponding likelihoods assume a
fiducially flat cosmology.

III. INFLATIONARY BACKGROUND
EQUATIONS

The Friedmann equations [7] and the related conti-
nuity equation are derived from the Einstein equations
of general relativity [93] assuming the homogeneous and
isotropic FLRW metric [7–12]. They govern the dynam-
ics of the Universe in form of the scale factor a and its
energy content given by the energy density ρ and pres-

sure p:

H2 +
Kc2

a2
=

8πG

3
ρ+

Λc2

3
, (8)

ä

a
= −4πG

3

(
ρ+

3p

c2

)
+

Λc2

3
, (9)

0 = ρ̇+ 3H
(
ρ+

p

c2

)
, (10)

where G is Newton’s gravitational constant, H = ȧ
a is

the Hubble parameter, K ∈ {−1, 0,+1} is the sign of
the spatial curvature‡ corresponding to open, flat and
closed universes respectively, and Λ is the cosmological
constant. Dots denote derivatives with respect to cosmic
time.

Equation (8) can be re-expressed in terms of density
parameters Ω by introducing the critical density

ρcrit ≡
3H2

8πG
, Ωi ≡

ρi
ρcrit

, ΩK ≡ −
Kc2

(aH)2
, (11)

1 =
∑
i

Ωi, i ∈ {r,m,Λ,K, φ}, (12)

where the index i runs over all relevant types of fluids
such as radiation r, matter m, dark energy (cosmological
constant) Λ, a scalar inflaton field φ, or curvature K.

We will now switch to reduced Planck units with the

Planck mass mp ≡
√

~c
8πG and with c = ~ = 1. We as-

sume that a single, scalar field φ, which we call the infla-
ton, dominates over all other species early in the history
of the Universe, with the possible exception of curvature.
The energy density ρ and pressure p associated with the
inflaton field φ are

ρφ = 1
2 φ̇

2 + V (φ), (13)

pφ = 1
2 φ̇

2 − V (φ), (14)

where V (φ) is the potential of the inflaton field. Inserting
the energy density and pressure into Eqs. (8) to (10) and
switching to reduced Planck units we get the background
equations for the evolution of the inflaton field early on,
before contributions from radiation and matter become

‡ Note that there are different conventions in the treatment of
the spatial curvature parameter K. Here, we absorb any arbi-
trariness in the magnitude of K into the radial coordinate and
the scale factor a, such that K only takes one of {−1, 0,+1}
(see e.g. [94] for more details). Consequently we generally
have a0 6= 1, in contrast to the flat case.
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relevant:

H2 +
K

a2
=

1

3 m2
p

(
1
2 φ̇

2 + V (φ)
)
, (15)

ä

a
= Ḣ +H2 = − 1

3 m2
p

(
φ̇2 − V (φ)

)
, (16)

0 = φ̈+ 3Hφ̇+ V ′(φ). (17)

Equations (15) and (16) can be combined to give a
slightly simpler, potential-independent expression:

Ḣ = − 1

2 m2
p

φ̇2 +
K

a2
. (18)

Inflation is commonly defined as a period of acceler-
ated expansion from which we can derive the following
equivalent definitions of inflation:

ä > 0, (19)

d

dt
(aH)

−1
< 0, (20)

V (φ) > φ̇2. (21)

Equation (20) is a direct consequence of Eq. (19) and pro-
vides a more practical way of defining inflation, since it
directly relates to the horizon and flatness problem which
motivated inflation in the first place. Equation (21) can
be derived from the previous definitions together with
the second Friedmann Eq. (16). It links the definition of

inflation to the inflaton field φ and its time derivative φ̇,
which we will use in the sections to follow for setting
initial conditions at the start of inflation.

The equation of state for the inflaton field is

wφ ≡
pφ
ρφ

=
1
2 φ̇

2 − V (φ)
1
2 φ̇

2 + V (φ)
(22)

and can be used to differentiate between different regimes
such as kinetic dominance (KD) or slow-roll (SR):

wφ



≈ 1 kinetic dominance, φ̇2 � V (φ),

> − 1
3 no inflation,

< − 1
3 (fast-roll) inflation,

≈ −1 slow-roll inflation, φ̇2 � V (φ).

(23)

IV. FINITE INFLATION

In this paper we seek to investigate further the effect of
a finite amount of inflation on various quantities such as
the comoving Hubble horizon, conformal time, or the pri-
mordial power spectrum of curvature perturbations and

lo
g
|ρ
|

ρ K
∝ a
−2

∼ a
−6

∼ a0

∼ a
−4

∼ a
−3

ρ0

ρre
h
∝ a
−3(

1+
w re

h
)

KD Curvature Inflation Reheating Radiation Matter Λ

log a
lo

g
1
a
H

∼ a0

open

closed

∼
a

2

∼ a−1

∼
a
1

∼ a
1/

2

∼ a−1

∼ a 1+3w

2

KD Curvature Inflation Reheating Radiation Matter Λ

FIG. 1. Sketch of the evolution of the energy density ρ
and the comoving Hubble horizon (aH)−1. We highlight the
possible effect of different levels of curvature in green. Darker
shades of green correspond to higher curvature densities. The
dotted lines indicate how the curvature becomes increasingly
less relevant during inflation. If curvature were to dominate
over the sum of all other components (inflaton, radiation,
matter, dark energy) in a closed universe, it would lead to
collapsing universes (diverging comoving Hubble horizon), as
sketched in blue. Orange corresponds to evolution in the ab-
sence of curvature or where curvature is negligible, starting
out in kinetic dominance (KD) and then transitioning into
inflation. Black corresponds to the standard Big Bang evo-
lution from radiation, to matter and roughly today to Λ (or
dark energy) domination. The red lines correspond to differ-
ent reheating scenarios parametrised by the equation of state
parameter of reheating wreh.

gravitational waves. Where there is only a finite amount
of inflation, there is also a start to inflation, which will in-
fluence our choice of initial conditions, as we will discuss
further in Section V.

There are various mechanisms that can prevent infla-
tion at early times. In this paper we focus on two com-
ponents: kinetic dominance (KD) and spatial curvature.
Their effects on the energy density ρ and the comoving
Hubble horizon a0/(aH) are shown in Figs. 1 and 2 and
detailed in the following Sections IV A and IV B. Simi-
larly, inhomogeneities in the inflaton field might prevent
inflation at early times, as sketched in Fig. 3. We briefly
comment on inhomogeneities in Section IV C, but for sim-
plicity we neglect them for the remainder of this paper
and focus on KD and curvature as the regimes preceding
inflation.
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A. Kinetic dominance (KD)

In Hergt et al. (2019) [46] we worked in a spatially flat
universe and compared the effect of setting the initial
conditions for inflation during SR with φ̇2 � V (φ), or

KD with φ̇2 � V (φ) (cf. Eq. (23)). In both regimes the
initial conditions for the background Eqs. (15) to (18)
can be conveniently expressed in analytic form [46, 58].

In Fig. 1 (orange line) we schematically illustrate the
role of both the KD and SR regime in the overall evolu-
tion of the Universe. Note in particular that the energy
density scales as

ρKD ∝ a−6 and ρSR ∝ a0,

and the comoving Hubble horizon as

(aH)−1
KD ∝ a

2 and (aH)−1
SR ∝ a

−1.

With the inclusion of spatial curvature, we prefer set-
ting the initial conditions at the start of inflation, i.e.
at the turnover point where the comoving Hubble hori-
zon becomes maximal and changes from growing during
KD to shrinking during SR. This prevents (at the prior
level) running into spatially closed universes that collapse
(the comoving Hubble horizon diverges) even before in-
flation has actually started. Nevertheless, we can inte-
grate the inflationary background Eqs. (15) to (18) both
forwards and backwards in time to recover the SR and
the KD regime respectively. Forwards in time, SR infla-
tion is an attractor solution, meaning that regardless of
where in (φ, φ̇) phase-space the inflaton starts from, it
will end up in the SR regime, where the inflaton “slowly
rolls down the potential”, motivating its name (see also
[24, 40, 41, 62, 95, 96]). Integrating backwards in time,
the attractor solution is kinetic dominance [58, 62].

B. Curvature domination

If the energy density of spatial curvature ρK is of the
same order as that of the inflaton field, then this leads to
visible effects in the comoving Hubble horizon in the tran-
sition region between KD and SR. This is shown schemat-
ically in Figs. 1 and 2.

Figure 2 highlights the symmetry between open (green)
and closed (blue) universes around the flat case (orange).
During inflation and going backwards in time, the co-
moving Hubble horizon grows in proportionality to the
scale factor a. Due to the direct connection between the
comoving Hubble horizon (aH)−1 and the curvature den-
sity parameter ΩK (by definition of ΩK in Eq. (11)), this
implies that the curvature density grows as well. Once
the curvature density becomes dominant, the comoving
Hubble horizon diverges for a closed universe and lev-
els off for an open universe. Thus, we can only really
refer to a phase of curvature domination in the open
case. Nonetheless, effects of curvature on the comoving

N = log a

lo
g
(1
/
a
H

)

flat

open

closed

FIG. 2. Schematic view of effects from significant amounts
of spatial curvature on the evolution of the comoving Hub-
ble horizon preceding and during inflation, where we assume
slow-roll conditions, such that any term involving φ̇ is ne-
glected and the potential V is constant. The comoving Hub-
ble horizon then becomes (aH)−1 = (V e2N − 3 m2

pK)−1/2.
Open universes are constrained by Eq. (32). For significantly
closed universes the comoving Hubble horizon diverges.

Hubble horizon can already be seen for lower (i.e. large
but not dominating) levels of curvature, as we show in
more detail in Fig. 6. An actual divergence in the closed
case could have its origin in a coasting or bouncing uni-
verse. Note that bouncing universe models typically in-
volve some modification of general relativity, a formula-
tion of quantum gravity or additional assumptions about
the inflaton field (see [97] for a review). Viewed from the
opposite end by starting in kinetic dominance, a diverg-
ing comoving Hubble horizon would in almost all cases
correspond to a collapsing universe. The plateau in the
comoving Hubble horizon in the open case could in princi-
ple reach back indefinitely, if the universe started exactly
with ΩK = 1. Curvature below that value would mean a
preceding phase of KD.

Figure 1 illustrates schematically the role of curvature
in the early evolution of the Universe. With ρK ∝ a−2

the curvature density drops slower than the kinetic en-
ergy density from the inflaton field and therefore becomes
more relevant in the vicinity of the local maximum of the
comoving Hubble horizon, causing the horizon to flatten
or sharpen in the open or closed case, respectively. Once
the inflaton potential comes to dominate over the kinetic
term, its energy density, which scaled as a−6 during KD,
becomes constant during inflation, thereby quickly ex-
ceeding the curvature density.

C. Inhomogeneities

Various analyses [24, 96, 98–101] have found that in-
homogeneities cause a pre-inflationary phase where the
energy density scales as

ρinhom ∝ a−4. (24)
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FIG. 3. Sketch of the evolution of the energy density ρ and
the comoving Hubble horizon (aH)−1 as in Fig. 1. This time
we highlight in purple the possible effect of different levels of
inhomogeneities prior to the start of inflation.

This is sketched in Fig. 3, which also demonstrates how
high levels of primordial inhomogeneities might hide a
period of kinetic dominance. However, like kinetic dom-
inance, inhomogeneities will lead to a definite start to
inflation.

V. INITIAL CONDITIONS FOR INFLATION

In Section IV A we have already mentioned that KD
leads to analytic expressions for the evolution of back-
ground variables, which may serve as initial conditions
for the inflaton field φ. However, it is equally possible to
set the initial conditions at the start of inflation and then
numerically integrate both backwards in time towards ki-
netic dominance and forwards in time into inflation. This
gives us a better handle on new parameters that are in-
troduced through the addition of curvature such as the
primordial curvature density parameter at the start of
inflation Ωk,i. We will label parameters referring to the
start of inflation with a subscript “i”, mnemonic for “ini-
tial” or “inflation”.

At the start of inflation we can set the inequalities
in the definitions for inflation from Eqs. (19) to (21)

and (23) to equality, leading to the following expressions:

äi = 0, (25)

d

dt
(aiHi)

−1
= 0, (26)

V (φi) = φ̇2
i , (27)

wφ,i = − 1
3 . (28)

This simplifies the background Eq. (15) and, together
with Eq. (11) for the curvature density parameter, al-
lows us to relate the scale factor ai, the inflaton field φi,
and the curvature density parameter ΩK,i at the start of
inflation:

H2
i

(15)
=

V (φi)

2 m2
p

− K

a2
i

,

(11)
=

−K
a2

i ΩK,i
.

(29)

Numerically integrating the background Eqs. (15)
and (16) and the equation of motion for the inflaton field

Eq. (17) requires initial values for the variables {N,φ, φ̇},
where N = ln a is the number of e-folds of the scale factor
and a is measured in reduced Planck units. Equation (27)
links the initial value for the time derivative of the infla-
ton field φ̇i to the potential of the inflaton field V (φi)
at the start of inflation. This leaves the e-folds Ni and
the inflaton field φi as free parameters. The initial value
of the curvature density parameter ΩK,i can be derived
using Eq. (29) and hence could be varied in place of ei-
ther Ni or φi:

ΩK,i =

[
1− V (φi)

2 mpK
e2Ni

]−1

, (30)

Ni = 1
2 ln

[
2m2

pK

V (φi)

(
1− Ω−1

K,i

)]
. (31)

From this we can derive the condition that the primordial
curvature density needs to be

ΩK,i < 1 (32)

in order for inflation to start after the Big Bang. Equality
would correspond to Ni → −∞ or ai = 0, i.e. inflation
starting at the Big Bang.

The initial value for the inflaton field φi determines
the amount of e-folds of inflation. Hence, it can be useful
to infer φi from a desired number of e-folds of inflation.
Going forward, we will consider the total e-folds of infla-
tion Ntot and the e-folds of inflation N† before and N∗
after the pivot scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1 crosses the comov-
ing Hubble horizon.

Using these initial conditions we can integrate
Eqs. (15) to (18) forwards and backwards with respect to
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FIG. 4. Evolution of the logarithm of the scale fac-
tor N ≡ ln(a/`p) with respect to physical time t for closed
(ΩK < 0), flat (ΩK = 0) and open (ΩK > 0) universes. Both
of these variables are used as independent variables in Fig. 5
where we also detail the generation of these curves. The scale
factor and physical time are given in the reduced Planck units
for length `p and time tp respectively.

cosmic time t or with respect to the number of e-folds N
of the scale factor. The connection between the indepen-
dent variables t and N is shown in Fig. 4, illustrating the
exponential growth of the universe during inflation. We
can also compute various other quantities such as the in-
flaton field φ, its time derivative φ̇, the equation of state
parameter wφ or the Hubble parameter H, all of which
are shown in Fig. 5 with respect to cosmic time in the left
column and with respect to e-folds in the right column.
We show the solutions for a flat universe in orange. In
green and blue we show the slightly different evolution
of open and closed universes respectively. We show these
curved cases for different amounts of primordial curva-
ture, which we achieve by varying the starting point Ni.
For a clean visualisation we chose the initial conditions
such that inflation ends at Nend = 70.

VI. LINKING PRIMORDIAL TO
PRESENT-DAY SCALES

In order to link primordial to present-day scales we
need to first calibrate the scale factor a and the wavenum-
ber k associated with curvature perturbations, which we
briefly review in this section.

Curved universes have an advantage over flat universes
when discussing scales in that Eq. (11) provides a di-
rect link between the curvature density parameter and
the scale factor. Given today’s curvature density param-
eter ΩK,0, this allows a calibration of the scale factor
without any knowledge of the evolution of the universe.
Otherwise, as is the case for flat universes, we would have
to make additional assumptions, e.g. by introducing a
free parameter on the observable e-folds N∗ from horizon
crossing to the end of inflation or by making specific as-

sumptions about the evolution of the Universe between
the end of inflation and before the standard Big Bang
evolution, i.e. about the epoch of reheating.

A. Calibration of the present-day scale factor

In order to calculate the comoving Hubble horizon or
the primordial power spectrum, we need to first calibrate
the scale factor a, which in this paper we do by deriv-
ing the present-day scale factor a0 from the present-day
curvature density parameter ΩK,0 and Hubble parame-
ter H0. This follows directly from Eq. (11):

a0 =
1

H0

√
−K
ΩK,0

. (33)

B. Calibration of the wavenumber of primordial
perturbations

As is standard practice, we formulate the condition for
horizon crossing in terms of the comoving Hubble horizon
(as opposed to the particle horizon). We will evolve the
gauge-invariant curvature perturbations Rk for a given
wavenumber k. Its reciprocal 1/k (ignoring possible fac-
tors of 2π that, one could argue, should be introduced)
can be thought of as the comoving wavelength scale of
the perturbation itself [102]. Whilst the length-scale 1/k
of perturbations is smaller than the comoving Hubble
horizon, the curvature perturbations oscillate. From the
definition for inflation in Eq. (20) we know that the co-
moving Hubble horizon shrinks during inflation. Once it
drops below 1/k, the oscillations stop and the curvature
perturbations “freeze”, as the corresponding modes have
become larger than the characteristic length-scale over
which physical processes operate coherently. We use the
transition point, which we refer to as horizon crossing, to
link any given curvature perturbation observable today
to the comoving Hubble horizon:

k =
aH

a0
. (34)

This allows us to draw the dotted line in Fig. 6 repre-
senting the pivot scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1.

VII. THE COMOVING HUBBLE HORIZON

Figure 6 contrasts the evolution of the comoving Hub-
ble horizon in closed and open universes for varying
amounts of primordial curvature. For visualisation pur-
poses, we calibrate today’s scale factor a0 as described in
Section VI A by fixing today’s curvature density parame-
ter |ΩK,0| = 0.01. Fixing ΩK,0 yields a linear relation be-
tween the evolution of the comoving Hubble horizon and
the evolution of the curvature density parameter, and we
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FIG. 5. Evolution of background variables during inflation for closed (ΩK < 0), flat (ΩK = 0) and open (ΩK > 0) universes.

The rows show the inflaton field φ, its first time derivative φ̇ with a semi-logarithmic scaling with threshold at |φ̇| = 10−5,
the equation-of-state parameter wφ with the horizontal dotted line indicating the threshold wφ = − 1

3
between inflating and

non-inflating, and the Hubble parameter H, respectively. The left column is with respect to physical time t and the right
column with respect to the natural logarithm of the scale factor N ≡ ln(a/`p) (see also Fig. 4 for their interdependence). The

curves were initialised at the start of inflation where V (φi) = φ̇2
i and from there integrated backwards and forwards in time. For

visualisation purposes inflation was specified to end at Nend = 70 and the start of inflation was varied uniformly for the closed
case within Ni ∈ [9.4, 10] and for the open case within Ni ∈ [7, 10]. These ranges can be converted to the primordial curvature
density parameter corresponding roughly to ΩK,i ∈ [−300,−3] and ΩK,i ∈ [0.997, 0.451], respectively. Note that these plots
were generated using the Starobinsky potential, but the general picture remains qualitatively mostly the same independent of
the choice of potential.



11

10−42

10−31

10−20

10−9

102

|Ω
K
|=

(a
H

)−
2

10−16

10−10

10−4

102

108

a
0
(a
H

)−
1
/

M
p

c N∗ ≈ 50.4

pivot scale
closed, Ni ∈ [11.713, 14]

10−43

10−33

10−23

10−13

10−3

|Ω
K
|=

(a
H

)−
2

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

N ≡ ln a
`p

10−17

10−12

10−7

10−2

103

a
0
(a
H

)−
1
/

M
p

c

N∗ ≈ 50.4

pivot scale
open, Ni ∈ [6, 14]

10−3

10−1

101

103

105

|Ω
K
|=

(a
H

)−
2

103

104

105

106

107

a
0
(a
H

)−
1
/

M
p

c

closed,
Ni ∈ [11.713, 14]

ΩK = −1

10−3

10−1

101

103

105

|Ω
K
|=

(a
H

)−
2

0 5 10 15

N ≡ ln a
`p

103

104

105

106

107

a
0
(a
H

)−
1
/

M
p

c

open, Ni ∈ [6, 14]

ΩK = +1

FIG. 6. Evolution of the comoving Hubble horizon a0(aH)−1 with respect to number of e-folds of the scale factor N ≡ ln a. The
secondary y-axis relates the comoving Hubble horizon to the absolute value of the curvature density parameter |ΩK | = (aH)−2

for curved universes. As in Fig. 5, the initial conditions were set such that inflation ends at Nend = 70 and with a varying start
of inflation Ni. For the comoving Hubble parameter we also need to specify today’s scale factor a0, which can be derived from
today’s curvature density parameter ΩK,0 and Eq. (33). Here, we have set |ΩK,0| = 0.01. This effectively fixes the number of
e-folds N∗ from horizon crossing of the pivot scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc to the end of inflation. The right hand plot is a zoom-in into
the region of the start of inflation where the shape for closed universes (upper panels) differs to the one of open universes (lower
panels). The dashed line marks the limit of the constraint for open universes ΩK < 1 from Eq. (32). Note that these plots were
generated using the Starobinsky potential, but the general picture remains qualitatively the same independent of the choice of
potential.

therefore plot both, on opposite y-axes. This makes it ap-
parent how inflation solves the flatness problem, as the
shrinking comoving Hubble horizon during inflation (by
definition in Eq. (20)) corresponds to the shrinking of the
curvature density parameter, such that the standard Big
Bang evolution thereafter starts out with a sufficiently
small curvature density parameter. For any given total
number of e-folds of inflation Ntot the choice of |ΩK,0| de-
cides how many e-folds pass before versus after horizon
crossing of the pivot scale k∗. We refer to these numbers
of e-folds with N† and N∗ respectively. The e-folds N∗
(i.e. after horizon crossing of the pivot scale) we also
call the observable number of e-folds of inflation because
of their direct connection to primordial cosmological pa-
rameters (e.g. the scalar spectral index ns) in flat slow-
roll inflation models, where the total number of e-folds
is typically assumed to be much larger but ultimately
unknown.

In Fig. 6, we vary the start of inflation Ni while keep-
ing the end of inflation fixed to Nend = 70 the same way
as in Figs. 4 and 5. This effectively also fixes the num-
ber of e-folds after horizon crossing of the pivot scale to

N∗ ≈ 50.4. The total number of e-folds on the other hand
shrinks with larger Ni as Ntot = Nend −Ni and thus the
initial value for the inflaton field φi decreases as well.

Equation (30) links the primordial curvature density
parameter ΩK,i to the e-folds Ni at inflation start. Thus,
a smaller Ni means a larger |ΩK,i| and in turn a larger
comoving Hubble horizon at inflation start. For open uni-
verses this gets capped by the constraint from Eq. (32),
meaning for very early starts of inflation the primordial
curvature density parameter tends to unity:

ΩK,i → +1 ⇐⇒ Ni → −∞. (35)

For closed universes on the other hand, the primordial
curvature density parameter diverges as Ni is pushed to
earlier times:

ΩK,i → −∞ ⇐⇒ Ni → 1
2 ln

(
2 m2

pK

V (φ)

)
. (36)
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Note how a small amplitude of the inflationary poten-
tial (as expected from data) in Eq. (36) pushes inflation
start until after the Planck epoch for closed universes:
Ni > Np = 0. For small levels of primordial curvature,
the shape of the curve in Fig. 6 is the same for open and
closed universes and matches that of a flat universe. With
increasing primordial curvature the curve becomes flat-
ter for open universes and pointier for closed universes,
moulding to the limits expressed in Eqs. (35) and (36)
and sketched out in Fig. 2.

It has frequently been proposed that it would be more
natural to count the number of e-folds during inflation
in terms of the comoving Hubble horizon (aH)−1 instead
of the scale factor a, because of its direct relation with
the flatness and the horizon problem [103–105]. Where
curvature effects are negligible, i.e. where ΩK,i < 1, these
measures are actually closely related due to the comoving
Hubble horizon scaling as a−1 during slow-roll inflation,
independently of the geometry of the universe. With the
primordial curvature ΩK,i approaching unity at the start
of inflation, this common scaling breaks down. The be-
haviour of the comoving Hubble horizon in a closed uni-
verse is inverse to that in an open universe, as shown in
Fig. 2.

For closed universes, the number of e-folds of the scale
factor a are in fact more informative than e-folds of the
comoving Hubble horizon (aH)−1 when it comes to ef-
fects of finite inflation on features in the primordial power
spectrum (PPS) of curvature perturbations. Finite infla-
tion leads to a cutoff and oscillations towards large scales
in the PPS (more on this later in Section X). The posi-
tion of the cutoff is governed by the number of e-folds N†
of the scale factor before horizon crossing of the pivot
scale. So, although for a late inflation start this number
is closely related to the maximum of the comoving Hub-
ble horizon at inflation start or the ratio fi = ΩK,i/ΩK,0
of primordial to present-day curvature, in the limit from
Eq. (36) even a very large change in (aiHi)

−1 and fi will
hardly affect N† and the cutoff position will cease shift-
ing.

VIII. CONFORMAL TIME

In order to solve the horizon problem, the amount of
conformal time passed during inflation has to match or
exceed the conformal time passing thereafter until to-
day (see also [106]). Conformal time can be expressed in
terms of the comoving Hubble horizon (aH)−1 and the
e-folds of the scale factor N ≡ ln a:

η =

∫
dt

a(t)
=

∫
d ln a

aH
. (37)

Comparing this expression to Fig. 6 and bearing in mind
that the comoving Hubble horizon in the figure is shown
on a logarithmic scale, it is clear that the largest contri-
bution to the amount of conformal time passing prior to

0 50 100 150 200

N ≡ ln a
`p

0

π
6

π
3

π
2

η

KD inflation standard BB Future

ΩK,0 = −0.01
fi = 1.5

Ntot = 60
Ωm,0 = 0.3166

h = 0.6727

FIG. 7. Evolution of conformal time η through differ-
ent stages of the universe: kinetic dominance (KD) in light
blue, inflation in blue, standard Big Bang evolution (radi-
ation, matter and Λ domination) in grey, and from today
onwards in light grey. Note that this plots was generated
using a Quadratic potential, but the general picture remains
qualitatively the same independent of the choice of potential.

the end of inflation comes from the peak around the start
of inflation. Analogously, the majority of conformal time
passing after the end of inflation comes from the peak
around the present-day comoving Hubble horizon. This
is clear from the jumps in Fig. 7, which shows the ac-
cumulation of conformal time from before inflation start
until some future time. The regions where conformal
time plateaus correspond to the regions where either the
inflaton φ or the cosmological constant Λ have made the
comoving Hubble horizon shrink so much that there is al-
most no contribution to the integral in Eq. (37). This also
holds for the post-inflationary epoch of reheating, which
consequently can be neglected with regards to conformal
time, which we will do throughout this section.

In this section we will be focusing on two quantities
in particular: the total amount of conformal time ηtotal

passing from the Big Bang prior to inflation up to the
future conformal boundary, and the ratio ηbefore/ηafter of
conformal time passing before to after the end of infla-
tion.

The total amount of conformal time ηtotal is important
for the closed universe theory described by Lasenby and
Doran in [38]. Here a natural boundary condition on the
transition to the final asymptotic de Sitter state is found
that requires the total conformal time available to the
universe to equal π/2.

Also, as stated earlier, the ratio ηbefore/ηafter is impor-
tant for addressing the horizon problem. In order to solve
the horizon problem we require that more conformal time
has passed before than after the end of inflation, which
we will refer to as the horizon constraint:

ηbefore

ηafter
> 1. (38)
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FIG. 8. The total conformal time ηtotal from before inflation until the future conformal boundary and the ratio of conformal
time before to after the end of inflation are shown dependent on the primordial and present-day density parameters, ΩK,i and
ΩK,0 respectively. The white dashed line highlights the value of ηtotal = π

2
, which in some closed universe theories [38] is

predicted to be a constraint. The black dotted line indicates where ηafter = ηbefore. Thus, the blue area highlights where
the horizon problem is solved and the red area where inflation was insufficient in order to solve the horizon problem. In all
these cases the following parameters were fixed: the total number of e-folds of inflation Ntot = 60, today’s matter density
parameter Ωm,0 = 0.3166 and the dimensionless Hubble parameter h = 0.6727. Note that these plots were generated using a
Quadratic potential, but the general picture remains qualitatively the same independent of the choice of potential.

Figure 8 illustrates how both the total amount of con-
formal time ηtotal and the ratio ηbefore/ηafter depend on
the primordial and present-day curvature density param-
eters, ΩK,i and ΩK,0 respectively. We plot both these
parameters against the ratio of primordial to present-day
curvature

fi ≡
ΩK,i
ΩK,0

. (39)

The parameter fi will prove useful also later on for de-
coupling the effects of primordial and present-day curva-

ture on the primordial power spectrum. Here, it is useful
when looking at the black dotted line, which separates
the plots into red regions where inflation was insufficient
to solve the horizon problem, and blue regions where it
was, i.e. the dotted line corresponds to ηbefore/ηafter = 1.
As is particularly clear in Fig. 8c, this separation de-
pends primarily on fi when considering a prior range of
ΩK,0 ∈ [−0.15, 0.15]. From this we can infer that in order
to solve the horizon problem we require

log10 fi & 0.5. (40)
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FIG. 9. Conformal time ratio ηbefore/ηafter as in Fig. 8, but here exploring the (in-)dependence on the total number of
e-folds of inflation Ntot (left) and the present-day matter density parameter Ωm,0 (right). The following parameters were fixed:
today’s curvature density parameter ΩK,0 = −0.01, the dimensionless Hubble parameter h = 0.6727, today’s matter density
parameter Ωm,0 = 0.3166 (only in left panel), and the total number of e-folds of inflation Ntot = 60 (only in right panel). Note
that these plots were generated using a Quadratic potential, but the general picture remains qualitatively the same independent
of the choice of potential.

The white regions in the left panels with log10 fi ver-
sus ΩK,0 correspond to the constraint for open universes
from Eq. (32), also seen in Fig. 6. The white regions in
the right panels correspond to universes that would have
collapsed in the past (labelled “no Big Bang”) or that
would collapse in the future before reaching the future
conformal boundary.

The possible constraint of a total conformal time of
ηtotal = π/2 (white dashed lines) can be satisfied while
also resolving the horizon problem, as part of the white
dashed line lies in the blue region. This would push the
present day universe close to flat (see Figure 8a) and
the primordial curvature density parameter close to unity
(see Fig. 8b).

Besides the primordial and present-day curvature den-
sity parameters, there are some other parameters (the
number of e-folds Ntot, matter density Ωm,0 and Hubble
parameter H0) that enter into the calculation of both the
total conformal time as well as the conformal time ratio.
However, their contribution to conformal time is negligi-
ble compared to that of the curvature parameters as seen
in Fig. 9.

For the inflationary part of the calculation we addition-
ally need to consider the mass of the inflaton and the du-
ration of inflation. The mass of the inflaton (or the ampli-
tude of the inflationary potential) can be mapped to the
amplitude of the primordial power spectrum, which, as
we will see in Fig. 13, has no effect on the comoving Hub-
ble horizon and is thus irrelevant for the calculations of
conformal time. The total inflationary e-folds Ntot only
influence the comoving Hubble horizon towards the end

of inflation (see also Fig. 13). At that point the comov-
ing Hubble horizon is many orders of magnitude smaller
than at its start and consequently this contribution to the
integral for conformal time in Eq. (37) is negligible. Fig-
ure 9a illustrates how the conformal time ratio is almost
independent of the total amount of inflation Ntot. Note
that this goes against the rule of thumb of requiring order
60 e-folds of inflation to solve the horizon problem, which
is valid when the start of inflation is fixed. Figure 9a tells
us that we can solve the horizon problem equally well for
only 30 e-folds. The essential thing is that the comov-
ing Hubble horizon (or the curvature density parameter)
needs to have been sufficiently large at the start of in-
flation compared to today, reinforcing the requirement
from Eq. (40) that log10 fi & 0.5. Note, however, that
we are investigating conformal time completely isolated
from other possible constraints from reheating, here. We
will investigate constraints from reheating in the follow-
ing Section IX and later in Section XIII B 5.

For the calculation of conformal time after the end of
inflation and throughout radiation, matter and Λ dom-
ination we need to further consider today’s matter den-
sity parameter Ωm,0 and Hubble parameter H0. Through
Eq. (33) the Hubble parameter mostly serves as a normal-
isation factor to the scale factor a0 and therefore primar-
ily only shifts the comoving Hubble horizon along ln a,
which does not affect the integral for conformal time in
Eq. (37). Increasing the present-day matter density pa-
rameter Ωm,0 increases the matter contribution to the co-
moving Hubble horizon, which therefore becomes larger
during matter domination in general and at the end of
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matter domination in the late-time Universe in particu-
lar, when the comoving Hubble horizon peaks (see also
Fig. 1). Thus, there is a dependence of the conformal
time ratio ηbefore/ηafter on the matter density parameter.
However, for the range of Ωm,0 ∈ [0.2, 0.4] this depen-
dence is weak compared to the dependence on fi, as seen
in Fig. 9b.

IX. REHEATING

While the start of inflation plays a crucial role for con-
siderations of the conformal time and thereby also the
horizon problem, the end of inflation is important for
the period of reheating. Reheating links the primordial
evolution of the Universe to the standard Big Bang evo-
lution, comprised of radiation, matter, and Λ domina-
tion. Going back to Fig. 1, we can see this schemati-
cally for the energy density ρ and the comoving Hubble
horizon (aH)−1. For the reheating period we plot four
characteristic equation-of-state parameters w: the lower
limit wreh = −1/3, matter domination wreh = 0, radia-
tion domination wreh = 1/3 and the upper limit wreh = 1.

The link between primordial and standard Big Bang
evolution becomes particularly important in the case of
the Universe having non-zero curvature, since the latter
informs us about the overall scale of the Universe, as
established in Sections VI A and VII. This dependence
on the curvature density parameter ΩK,0 is illustrated
in Fig. 10 showing the comoving Hubble horizon (up-
per panel). Different from Fig. 2, in Fig. 10 we fix both
start Ni and end Nend of inflation while allowing today’s
curvature density parameter ΩK,0 to vary. Consequently
we can no longer show the evolution of the comoving
Hubble horizon a0/(aH) and the curvature density pa-
rameter ΩK in one plot, since today’s curvature den-
sity parameter ΩK,0 serves as calibrator for today’s scale
factor a0 which in turn calibrates the comoving Hub-
ble horizon. We therefore also plot an uncalibrated ver-
sion (aH)−1, where the primordial evolution collapses
onto a single line, whereas the standard Big Bang evolu-
tion shifts vertically with ΩK,0.

We parametrise the epoch of reheating through
an effective equation-of-state parameter wreh, a dura-
tion ∆Nreh and an energy scale ρreh where thermalisa-
tion is guaranteed to have occurred (see also [107] for
more details on this reheating parametrisation). Note
first that wreh is an effective parameter. During the in-
flaton’s oscillations around a potential minimum at the
end of inflation, the equation-of-state parameter also os-
cillates rapidly between ±1. For the effective equation-
of-state parameter we consider the time-averaged value.
For a monomial potential with exponent p this gives
wreh = (p − 2)/(p + 2), e.g. we have wreh = 0 for a
quadratic and wreh = 1/3 for a quartic potential. Since
reheating is by definition a post-inflationary epoch, we
at the very least expect that on average wreh > −1/3
(otherwise we would have more inflation, cf. Eq. (23)).

Additionally, the equation of state is typically capped
at wreh < 1 to avoid a super-luminal sound speed [108].
Together this leads to our first reheating constraint:

− 1
3 < wreh < 1. (41)

Second, we note that there is little information on the
energy scale of thermalisation ρth. Hence, we also view
the energy scale ρreh as an effective parameter by which
thermalisation must have happened, but not necessarily
equal to ρth. Thus, the case ρth > ρreh will effectively
be reflected in the equation-of-state parameter wreh in-
corporating part of the radiation dominated epoch and
thereby tending towards w = 1/3. In order for reheating
not to affect any confirmed observations of the standard
Big Bang cosmology, we require at the very least that the
epoch of reheating must have happened before Big Bang
nucleosynthesis (BBN):

Nreh < NBBN = ln

(
a0

1 + zBBN

)
, (42)

where a0 is inferred from the present-day curvature den-
sity parameter (see Section VI A) and where we use
zBBN = 109 as a rough estimate of the epoch of BBN.

The pink shaded regions in Fig. 10 subdivide the range
for wreh from Eq. (41), with the dividing lines given by
wreh = 0 corresponding to a matter dominated epoch of
reheating and wreh = 1/3 corresponding to a radiation
dominated epoch of reheating. Requiring matter domi-
nation exactly, i.e. fixing wreh = 0, is an often used model
for reheating, because most single-field inflationary po-
tentials can be approximated by the quadratic poten-
tial close to their minimum, and thus predict wreh = 0.
The duration of reheating ∆Nreh (or equivalently the
energy scale of reheating ρreh) is still a free parameter
in this case. Radiation domination, on the other hand,
would seamlessly continue into the standard Big Bang
evolution and is therefore also referred to as instant re-
heating and often used as the most restrictive but sim-
plest case of reheating, since it leads to ∆Nreh = 0 and
ρreh = Vend = V (φend).

From the marginal variation of the standard Big Bang
evolution owing to curvature, we can already deduce that
the latter will barely affect the equation of state of re-
heating. Much more important is the role of the total
amount of inflation Ntot, which determines whether in-
flation ends before or after the primordial curve crosses
the radiation domination line in Fig. 10. The crucial role
curvature plays in this scenario is through the linking of
scales between primordial and standard Big Bang evolu-
tion.

In the very permissive scenario outlined by Eqs. (41)
and (42) linking primordial and late-time evolution will
practically always be possible if inflation ends early, be-
fore crossing the radiation domination line. Otherwise an
equation-of-state parameter wreh > 1/3 will be required
to catch up in time with the standard Big Bang evolution.
In more restrictive settings such an equation-of-state pa-
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FIG. 10. The top panel shows the comoving Hubble horizon before, during and after inflation. Different from Fig. 6, here, we
vary today’s curvature density parameter ΩK,0 which governs the calibration between primordial and today’s scales. Therefore
we cannot simultaneously draw a y-axis for the evolution of the curvature density parameter anymore. The axis would be
different for every ΩK,0. If we forego the linking to today’s scales, we can actually map the curves during inflation onto one
another as done in the lower panel, which allows for a better visualisation of the reheating period after inflation and before the
standard Big Bang evolution (radiation, matter and Λ domination). The shaded regions span the range of allowed values for
the effective equation-of-state parameter wreh during reheating. The duration of reheating ∆Nreh is bounded at least by the
requirement that reheating should have finished before Big Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) happens. Taking a stricter view, one

might require that reheating has ended by the time Nρ9, when the energy density has dropped to ρ
1/4
reh = 109 GeV (see also

Fig. 1 for a sketch on the evolution of the energy density in parallel to the comoving Hubble horizon).

rameter is typically excluded at the prior level [17–19],
which we will explore further in Section XIII B 5.

X. THE PRIMORDIAL POWER
SPECTRUM (PPS)

A. Power-law PPS

In the base ΛCDM cosmological model the primordial
power spectrum of scalar curvature perturbations R is
phenomenologically described via two of its six free pa-

rameters in form of a simple power law:

PR(k) = As

(
k

k∗

)ns−1

, (43)

where the power amplitude As and the spectral in-
dex ns ≡ 1 + d lnPR(k∗)/d ln k are the free parameters
with the subscript “s” referring to scalar perturbations
and where k∗ is a pivot scale in the window of observable
wavenumbers k. We choose to work with the commonly
used pivot scale of k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1. Note that we are
using the primordial power spectrum in its dimensionless
form.
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One of the prime successes of large-field inflation so far
is the prediction of a spectral index ns slightly smaller
than unity, where unity would correspond to a scale-
invariant power spectrum. This deviation from scale-
invariance has been confirmed by the measurements of
the Planck satellite to high precision [4–6].

Another major prediction of inflation is the presence of
primordial gravitational waves, typically parametrised by
a (non-zero) tensor-to-scalar ratio r = At/As. The PPS
for gravitational waves is defined analogously to Eq. (43)
but the tensor spectral index nt is typically given without
the ‘−1’ in the exponent:

Pt(k) = rAs

(
k

k∗

)nt

(44)

For the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and the tensor spectral
index nt we assume the inflation consistency relation for
a single scalar field with a standard kinetic term [18, 109]:

nt = −r
8

(
2− r

8
− ns

)
. (45)

Besides the tensor-to-scalar ratio, another common ex-
tension to Eq. (43) is an expansion to higher orders in
d ln k, introducing the running of the spectral index

nrun =
dns

d ln k
=

d2 lnPR(k∗)

d(ln k)2
. (46)

In Section XI we introduce various large-field inflation
models and their predictions for the spectral index ns, its
running nrun and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r.

B. The slow-roll approximate PPS

Using just the background quantities a, H, and φ̇ from
the solution to the background Eqs. (15) to (17) we can
compute a slow-roll (SR) approximation to the primor-
dial power spectrum (see e.g. [110] for a derivation):

PR(k) ≈
(
H2

2πφ̇

)2

k=aH

, (47)

where the subscript expresses that the quantities need to
be evaluated where each mode crosses the comoving Hub-
ble horizon, i.e. where k = aH. This approximation is
accurate on sufficiently small scales (large k), where the
PPS takes the form of an almost scale-invariant power-
law, which motivates the phenomenological power-law
spectrum from Eq. (43).

We can use the slow-roll approximation to make an es-
timate ASR of the amplitude parameter As of the primor-
dial scalar power spectrum in Eq. (43). We can further
relate this to the amplitude parameter of the inflaton po-
tential, which we will refer to as Λ (see Eqs. (62), (69)

and (71) for some specific potentials):

ASR =
1

12π2m6
p

V 3

V ′ 2

∣∣∣∣
φ=φ∗

, (48)

Λ4 = 12π2m6
pASR

v′ 2

v3

∣∣∣∣
φ=φ∗

, (49)

with v(φ) ≡ V (φ)

Λ4
.

The subscript asterisk indicates evaluation at the pivot
scale.

In models of finite inflation the slow-roll approximation
breaks down on large scales (small k), where the modes
have not started out from sufficiently well within the co-
moving Hubble horizon, and where the primordial power
spectrum then exhibits a cutoff towards large scales. This
cutoff behaviour can already be observed qualitatively in
the approximate PPS, however to properly quantify this
cutoff, we need to perform a full numerical integration of
the primordial perturbations.

Figure 13 shows the approximate PPS and its depen-
dence on various input parameters, which will be dis-
cussed in Section XII in more detail.

C. The full numerical PPS

In order to solve the PPS numerically, we need to in-
tegrate the Mukhanov–Sasaki equation for the curvature
perturbation Rk, which can be written as a damped har-
monic oscillator with respect to cosmic time (adapted
from [67]):

0 = R̈k + 2γṘk + ω2Rk, (50)

with damping 2γ = (3 + ξ)H, (51)

and frequency ω2 =
κ2

a2
− K

a2
(1 + ξ) , (52)

where damping and frequency share the term

ξ =
2κ2

κ2 +KE

(
E +

φ̈

Hφ̇
+ ΩK

)
,

with

E =
φ̇2

2H2
,

φ̈

Hφ̇
= −3− V ′(φ)

Hφ̇
, ΩK = − K

(aH)2
.
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For the wavenumber k we use the following effective ex-
pression in curved spaces:

κ2 = k2 + kK(K + 1)− 3K, (53)

with

{
k ∈ R, k > 0 if K = 0,−1,

k ∈ Z, k > 2 if K = +1.

We get the expression for the effective wavenumber κ
from Fourier transforming the ∇i∇i operator in curved
space [67]. Note how the wavenumber becomes discrete
with k > 2 for positively curved (closed) universes.

In the small-scale limit k → ∞ or in the absence of
curvature K = 0 we recover the better known terms from
the flat universe case (compare e.g. with equation 16.45
in [102]):

κ2 −→ k2, (54)

ω2 −→ k2

a2
, (55)

2γ −→ φ̇2

H
+ 3H +

2φ̈

φ̇
. (56)

For tensor modes, the modification of the Mukhanov–
Sasaki equation from the flat case to curvature is much
simpler. The equivalent form of Eq. (50) for tensor modes
is

ḧ+ 3Hḣ+

(
κ2

a2
+

5K

a2

)
h = 0, (57)

which again reduces as expected to Eqs. (54) and (55) in
the limit of small scales.

Using oscode’s [80] efficient algorithm for oscillatory
ordinary differential equations, we can integrate Eqs. (50)
and (57) for each mode k from the start of inflation until
well past horizon crossing for that given mode, where the
frozen values of the primordial perturbations can be read
off. We can then compute the primordial power spectra
for scalar and tensor perturbations according to:

PR(k) =
k3

2π2
|Rk|2 , (58)

Pt(k) = 2 · Ph(k) = 2 · k
3

2π2
|hk|2 , (59)

where the factor 2 in the tensor spectrum comes from the
two possible polarisation states of gravitational waves.

We initialise Rk and hk in their vacuum state defined
as the state which minimises energy density via the renor-

malised stress-energy tensor [67, 111]:

Rk,i =
1

z
√

2k
, Ṙk,i = − ik

a
Rk,i, (60)

hk,i =
1

a

√
2

k
, ḣk,i = − ik

a
hk,i. (61)

We prefer these initial conditions over similar formu-
lations such as the commonly used Bunch Davies vac-
uum [112], because their predictions are stable across dif-
ferent choices of dependent or independent variables, i.e.
they are invariant under canonical transformations [113].

XI. INFLATIONARY POTENTIALS AND
SLOW-ROLL PREDICTIONS

In this section we briefly review a few scalar single-field
inflation models. Figure 11 shows a schematic view of the
various inflationary potentials used in this paper. To ease
the computation of the inflation models and their com-
parison with one another, we try to unify the notation by
rewriting traditional formulations as follows. They will
share a potential amplitude parameter Λ (not to be con-
fused with the cosmological constant Λ) in units of the
reduced Planck mass, [Λ] = mp. The potential minimum
V = 0 will be located at the origin φ = 0 and any poten-
tial local maximum (for the natural, hilltop and double-
well potentials) will be located at a parameter φ0. The
amplitude parameter, common to all inflationary poten-
tial, is linked directly to the power amplitude As of scalar
primordial perturbations.

Note that we only consider large-field inflation in this
paper, i.e. models where the field excursion of the inflaton
takes values greater than the Planck scale. Small-field
inflation predicts a tensor-to-scalar ratio so small that it
will remain unobservable for the near future [114].

Figure 12 illustrates the slow-roll (SR) predictions for
the tensor-to-scalar ratio r, the spectral index ns and its
running nrun = dns/d log k. Due to the wide dynamic
range predicted for the tensor-to-scalar ratio, we show r
scaled both linearly in the upper left and logarithmically
in the lower left plot. In the Planck inflation papers [17–
19] a linear scaling in r was preferred, however with up-
coming CMB experiments such as the Simons Observa-
tory [115], the LiteBIRD satellite [116] or CMB-S4 [117]
pushing to a tensor-to-scalar ratio of about r ∼ 10−3,
a logarithmic scaling of r allows for better visualisation
and sampling of the smaller scales. For a recent discus-
sion on uniform versus logarithmic priors on r and their
effects on Bayesian model comparison see [74]. The slow-
roll predictions for the running of the spectral index from
all inflation models considered here, on the other hand,
only span a small fraction of the posterior distribution,
which can be seen in the upper right plot of Fig. 12. For
a better comparison of the predictions of the individual
models we zoom in on the nrun-range in the lower right
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plot. This highlights how the uncertainty of the running
of the spectral index is far too large for the purpose of
distinguishing between these inflation models.

Note that the P18 and P18+BK15 contours in Fig. 12
come from an extension of the base ΛCDM cosmology
not only with the tensor-to-scalar ratio and the running
of the spectral index, but also with the spatial curva-
ture parameter ΩK,0. As such, the contours differ from
those in the Planck inflation papers [17–19] and in the
BK15 paper [76], which we elaborate on in our results
in Section XIII A. Note further that we only look at the
SR predictions in this section, comparing them to the
ns-r and ns-nrun contours. The results from our nested
sampling analysis follow later in Section XIII B.

A. Monomial potential

The monomial potentials§ are one of the simplest
classes of inflationary potentials, given by:

V (φ) = Λ4

(
φ

mp

)p
(62)

Inflation ends when the value of the inflaton field drops
to

φend =
mp p√

2
. (63)

With that we can approximate the number of e-folds of
inflation from some φ until the end of inflation to be

N(φ) ' φ2

2 m2
p p
− p

4
, (64)

showing that the number of e-folds of inflation grow
quadratically with the inflaton field value for monomial
potentials. This scaling carries through to the spectral
index, to the tensor-to-scalar ratio and to the running of
the spectral index, where we get to leading order in 1/N∗:

ns ' 1− 2 + p

2N∗
, r ' 4p

N∗
, nrun ' −

2 + p

2N2
∗
. (65)

In Fig. 12 we show in blue the slow-roll predictions for
the quartic, cubic, quadratic and linear monomial as well
as for the monomial with p = 2/3.

§ Inflation models with a monomial potential are also referred to as
large-field inflation (e.g. in the encyclopædia inflationaris [21]),
however, since large-field displacements are not unique to the
monomial potential, we prefer naming the inflation models after
their potential shapes, here. Yet another name often associated
with the monomial potential is chaotic inflation [118], but simi-
larly chaotic inflation at its core actually pertains to the idea that
the inflaton started from a chaotic initial state varying wildly
from one place to another, rather than describing a specific po-
tential model. See [119] for a helpful discussion of terminology.

0 φ0
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(φ

)
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Quadratic

Linear

Natural

Double-Well (quadratic)

Double-Well (quartic)

Hilltop (quartic)

Starobinsky

FIG. 11. Schematic view of various inflationary potentials
that we investigate. If necessary, potentials are shifted such
that the potential minimum and hence the end stage after
inflation lies at the origin at φ = 0. Potentials with a local
maximum are defined such that that maximum lies at the
potential parameter φ0 to the right of the origin. The po-
tentials were plotted with the same potential amplitude Λ,
except for the quartic, quadratic and linear potentials which
were rescaled for visualisation purposes such that they meet
the other potentials in the point V (φ0). In this form, the
linear potential illustrates the categorisation into convex and
concave potentials, which is frequently used in ns-r plots, e.g.
in Fig. 12.

Quartic and cubic potentials: Similarly to the flat
case in the Planck inflation papers, the predictions for
quartic and cubic inflation in light blue lie far outside the
95 % contours from the ΛCDM extensions in grey.

Quadratic potential: The quadratic potential with
p = 2 has long been used as the simplest realisation of
single-field inflation. It is often given in the following
(slightly different) form with an additional pre-factor of
one half:

V (φ) = 1
2m

2φ2, (66)

where m is referred to as the inflaton mass, which can be
related to the potential amplitude Λ in Eq. (62) directly.
Although allowing for spatial curvature to vary in Fig. 12,
which significantly stretches the P18 contours to larger r,
this stretching coincides with a shift to larger ns such that
the prediction for quadratic inflation ends up just outside
the 95 % P18 contours, just like in the flat case [19]. With
the addition of BK15 data, the SR prediction lies far
outside the contour irrespective of any curvature effects.

Linear and p = 2/3 potential: These two potentials
are motivated by axion monodromy [120, 121] and agree
better with the P18 and P18+BK15 contours. Both in
fact profit from the shift to a larger spectral index that
comes with varying curvature.
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FIG. 12. Comparison of slow-roll inflation model predictions for the spectral index ns against the tensor-to-scalar ratio r
on the left and the running of the spectral index nrun on the right. The top left plot is linear and the bottom left plot
logarithmic in r. The top right plot shows the full joint contour for ns and nrun and the bottom right plot a zoom-in into
the region relevant for the inflationary potentials. Note that for all these plots the curvature density parameter ΩK,0 is one
of the sampling parameters. For each inflation model we show the line(s) delimited by the requirement of producing 50 to
60 e-folds of observable inflation N∗, which is the rough range needed for viable reheating scenarios. In blue we show the
slow-roll predictions for the monomial potentials from Eq. (62) and in red that of Starobinsky (or R2) inflation from Eq. (71).
For the other inflation models we show a range of predictions for a range of values of the potential hill parameter φ0, spaced
logarithmically. We show natural inflation from Eq. (68) in orange, quartic hilltop inflation from Eq. (70) in purple and both
quadratic and quartic double-well potentials from Eq. (69) in light and dark green respectively.

B. Natural potential

Natural inflation is motivated by particle physics con-
siderations [122] to naturally accommodate the very flat
potentials required for inflation. It is given by the peri-
odic potential

V (φ) = Λ4

[
1 + cos

(
φ

f

)]
, (67)

where f corresponds to the global symmetry-breaking
scale and governs the slope of the potential.

We can rewrite the potential such that the local max-
imum lies at φ0 = πf and is given by the potential am-
plitude V (φ0) = Λ4. From this unstable maximum the
inflaton rolls down to the minimum at the origin φ = 0
(see also Fig. 11):

V (φ) =
Λ4

2

[
1− cos

(
π
φ

φ0

)]
. (68)
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In order to produce sufficient e-folds of (large-field) in-
flation, we require a potential hill parameter φ0 & 10 mp

(or correspondingly for f). In the limit of very
large φ0 & 100 mp, the spectral index and tensor-to-
scalar ratio of the natural potential tend to those of the
quadratic potential.

While natural inflation still overlaps with the P18 con-
tours in a flat universe [19], because of its ability to
accommodate a smaller tensor-to-scalar ratio, it only
touches the 95 % contours in the curved case due to the
shift in the spectral index.

C. Double-Well potential

Similarly to the natural potential, we define the
double-well potential such that the local maximum lies
at φ0 with the maximum potential value given by the
potential amplitude V (φ0) = Λ4 (see also Fig. 11):

V (φ) = Λ4

[
1−

(
φ− φ0

φ0

)p]2

. (69)

where p can in principle take any positive value. We
will consider the quadratic (p = 2) and quartic (p = 4)
double-well in particular.

Double-well potentials are typically associated with
small-field inflation. However, inflation with large field
displacements φ0 > mp is also possible. In that case
the spectral index and tensor-to-scalar ratio tend to that
of the quadratic potential for very large φ0 & 100 mp,
similarly to natural inflation and irrespective of the pa-
rameter p. For smaller values of the potential hill pa-
rameter φ0 & 10 mp, both the spectral index and tensor-
to-scalar ratio decrease. The SR predictions for the
quadratic double-well are very close to those of the nat-
ural potential, which is to be expected considering their
similar shapes (cf. Fig. 11). The quartic double-well with
its flatter hill leads to a faster drop in r, and therefore a
greater overlap with the P18 and P18+BK15 contours.

D. Hilltop potential

Closely related to double-well potentials, hilltop po-
tentials are given by:

V (φ) = Λ4

[
1−

(
φ− φ0

φ0

)p
+ . . .

]
, (70)

in which only the first order in φp is retained and higher
order terms (indicated by the ellipsis) are neglected, since
the latter only become relevant towards the end of infla-
tion. For small values of the potential hill parameter φ0

the SR predictions are close to those of the double-well
potential, but for larger values the spectral index, run-
ning, and tensor-to-scalar ratio will tend towards those
of the linear potential (monomial with p = 1) instead of

the quadratic potential, since that is what the Eq. (70)
approximates to close to V (φ) = 0. However, this asymp-
totic behaviour would have to be different if the higher
order terms were present, which are required to ensure
the positiveness of the potential. We therefore prefer to
work with the double-well potential for the scope of this
paper. The asymptotic behaviour does, however, mean
that the SR predictions agree better with the P18 and
P18+BK15 contours than those of the double-well po-
tentials.

E. Starobinsky potential

The Starobinsky potential, given in the Einstein frame
by

V (φ) = Λ4

[
1− e

−
√

2
3
φ

mp

]2

, (71)

was the first proposed inflationary potential and moti-
vated by an extension of the Einstein–Hilbert action with
a term quadratic in the Ricci tensor [17, 123]. Therefore
this model of inflation is frequently also referred to as
R2 inflation.

It can be shown that inflation generated by the Higgs
field of the (particle physics) standard model can be re-
duced to the potential from Eq. (71) in the Einstein
frame, where all parameters connected to the Higgs bo-
son are included in the amplitude parameter Λ [21]. This
motivates yet another name for this type of potential:
Higgs inflation.

Due to the shift in spectral index from varying curva-
ture, the SR predictions for the Starobinsky potential no
longer lie as spot-on in the centre of the 68 % contour
lines as in the flat case. Nevertheless, they remain in ex-
cellent agreement with the P18 and P18+BK15 contours.

XII. CHOICE OF PARAMETRISATION

Table I lists the sampling parameters used in our
Bayesian analysis together with their prior ranges and
fiducial values which they are fixed to for visualisation
purposes in some figures, such as the Figs. 13 and 14.

For the base ΛCDM model, we use the following six
sampling parameters:

• ωb = h2Ωb: Baryon density today

• ωc = h2Ωc: Cold dark matter density today

• 100 θs: Angular size of sound horizon at last scat-
tering

• τreio: Optical depth to reionization

• ln
(
1010As

)
: Scalar power spectrum amplitude

• ns: Scalar spectral index
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TABLE I. Overview of the cosmological parameters with their fiducial values used for visualisation purposes (e.g. in Figs. 13
and 14) and their prior ranges used in our Bayesian analysis. We list the base parameters of the ΛCDM cosmology in the
first block, the ΛCDM extension parameters in the second block, and primordial parameters pertaining to a full inflationary
analysis in the third block. The primordial parameters As, ASR, ns, r, and N∗ all refer to the pivot scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1.
Note that the prior ranges for N∗ and fi are effectively further restricted by the horizon constraint in Eq. (38) and the reheating
constraint in Eq. (41) respectively.

Parameter fiducial value Prior range Definition

ωb ≡ h2Ωb 0.022632 0.019 < ωb < 0.025 Baryon density today

ωc ≡ h2Ωc 0.11792 0.025 < ωc < 0.471 Cold dark matter density today

H0 h = 0.7 0.2 < h < 1.0 Hubble parameter with H0 = 100h km s−1 Mpc−1

θs 0.01041338 1.03 < 100 θs < 1.05 Angular size of sound horizon at last scattering

τreio 0.0495 0.01 < τreio < 0.40 Optical depth to reionization

As 2× 10−9 2.5 < ln
(
1010As

)
< 3.7 Amplitude of the scalar power spectrum

ns 0.97235 0.885 < ns < 1.040 Primordial scalar spectral index

r
0 < r < 1

Primordial tensor-to-scalar power ratio
−5 < log10 r < 0

ΩK,0 −0.01 Curvature density today

ωK,0 ≡ h2ΩK,0 −0.005 −0.04 < ωK,0 < 0.04

ASR 2× 10−9 2.5 < ln
(
1010ASR

)
< 3.7 Inflationary slow-roll estimate of As

N∗ 55 20 < N∗ < 90 Inflationary e-folds after horizon crossing

fi ≡ ΩK,i
ΩK,0

5 −1 < log10 fi < 5 Fraction of primordial to present-day curvature

Additionally we consider the following parameter exten-
sions to the base ΛCDM model:

• r: Tensor-to-scalar power ratio

• ΩK,0: Spatial curvature parameter today

All primordial parameters {As, ns, r} are taken at the
pivot scale of k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1.

The primordial parameters As and ns refer to the sim-
plified power-law spectrum from Eq. (43). When we de-
rive the primordial power spectrum from an inflation-
ary potential as outlined in the previous sections Sec-
tions X A and X B, these parameters and also r turn into
derived parameters. In our analysis of individual infla-
tionary potentials, we keep ωb, ωc, and τreio as sampling
parameters, but change the following sampling parame-
ters:

• Instead of θs we sample over the Hubble param-
eter H0. This simplifies the computational com-
plexity, as H0 can be directly used by both our
primordial inflation code as well as the Boltzmann
theory code (CLASS), without the need to first infer
it from the angular size of the sound horizon θs.

• Instead of ΩK,0 we sample over ωK,0 ≡ h2ΩK,0,
which turns the banana shaped dependence be-

tween the Hubble parameter and curvature den-
sity parameter into a more linear dependence
and thereby improves the sampling efficiency.
The (small) effect of this parameter change on
model comparisons is documented in Appendix A
and Fig. 30 for curvature extensions of the ΛCDM
base model.

• Instead of ln
(
1010As

)
we sample over its infla-

tionary slow-roll approximation ln
(
1010ASR

)
from

Eq. (48) (for a check of the goodness of the approx-
imation see Fig. 32 in the appendix).

In addition to these ΛCDM related parameters, we sam-
ple over the following parameters in our analysis of indi-
vidual inflationary potentials:

• N∗ ≡ ln
(
aend
a∗

)
:

Inflationary e-folds after horizon crossing of the
pivot scale k∗.

• log10 fi ≡ log10
ΩK,i
ΩK,0

:

Fraction of primordial to present-day curvature.

Instead of the power amplitude As, we could have used
the amplitude parameter for the inflationary potential Λ.
The two are directly related to one another, since the
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background Eqs. (15) to (17) are invariant under a simul-
taneous rescaling of the time coordinate and the inflaton
potential:

t 7→ σ−1t

V (φ) 7→ σ2V (φ)

⇒ PR(k) 7→ σ2PR(k).

(72)

However, we prefer sampling over As, as it allows for a
more direct comparison with the base ΛCDM model and
its extensions. Also, as opposed to Λ, the power ampli-
tude As is not correlated with the other primordial pa-
rameters that affect the comoving Hubble horizon or the
e-folds of inflation. This becomes very clear in the third
row of Fig. 13 showing the variation of the comoving Hub-
ble horizon with respect to the logarithm of ASR on the
left, and that of the primordial power spectrum (PPS)
on the right. While ASR governs the amplitude of the
PPS by definition, it leaves the comoving Hubble horizon
invariant. In inflation models such as natural or double-
well inflation, with a local maximum separated from the
global minimum by φ0, the potential amplitude Λ is also
strongly correlated with φ0, and sampling ASR instead
of Λ avoids having to navigate that degeneracy.

Similarly, we choose to use the present-day spatial cur-
vature parameter ΩK,0 for a better comparison with the
ΩK,0-extension of ΛCDM. Alternatively, one could use
reheating parameters to track the evolution of energy
densities in the universe and infer the present-day scale
factor a0 and curvature density. We defer exploring this
option to future work.

There is considerable freedom in the choice between
the primordial parameters at the start of inflation, i.e.
parameters related to the inflaton field φi, the e-folds Ni,
or the primordial curvature ΩK,i, which are all linked via
Eqs. (30) and (31). And these parameters are connected
to e.g. the total number of e-folds of inflation Ntot or the
e-folds of inflation before (N†) and after (N∗) horizon
crossing of the pivot scale. We choose to work with N∗,
because it allows a better comparison across different in-
flationary potentials and because of its direct link to both
the scalar spectral index ns and the tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio r.

The fraction fi of primordial curvature is a useful sam-
pling parameter for two reasons: firstly, due to it govern-
ing the ratio of conformal time passing before and after
the end of inflation which we explored in the previous
Section VIII (see especially Fig. 8c), and secondly be-
cause of its major role in governing the cutoff position
in the primordial power spectrum, which we explore in
more detail in the following.

Figures 13 to 15 show the effect of our sampling pa-
rameters on the comoving Hubble horizon (left column
of Fig. 13), on the slow-roll approximation of the primor-
dial power spectrum (right column of Fig. 13), on the
fully numerically integrated primordial power spectrum

(left column in Fig. 14) and on the CMB power spectrum
(right column in Fig. 14).

The cutoff and oscillations in the PPS towards large
scales (small k) are features of a kinetically dominated
or fast-roll stage prior to inflation, already known and
studied for flat universes [61, 62]. However, in flat uni-
verses these features can easily be pushed outside the
observable window by large amounts of inflation, which
is no longer the case with non-zero spatial curvature.

The first row in Figs. 13 and 14 shows the effects of
varying the Hubble parameter H0 while keeping h2ΩK,0
fixed. This will affect the starting value of the comoving
Hubble horizon and thereby influence the large-scale cut-
off position in the PPS. This effect is translated through
to the CMB power spectrum, but additionally the Hubble
parameter shifts the CMB power spectrum horizontally.
This horizontal shift is not attributed to the PPS but an
effect already present in the ΛCDM model (an effect on
the transfer function, not the PPS).

The different shapes of the PPS for closed and open
universes can be seen more directly in the second row of
Figs. 13 and 14, where the present-day curvature den-
sity ΩK,0 is varied, showing the transition from large-
scale power suppression for closed universes to amplifica-
tion for open universes. The ability of positive curvature
to suppress large-scale power is particularly interesting
in light of the lack of power on large scales found in full-
sky CMB data (see [39] for an early discussion on this).
Similarly to the Hubble parameter H0, the CMB power
spectrum shifts horizontally with ΩK,0 resulting in a de-
generacy between these two parameters.

As already mentioned the power amplitude As and its
slow-roll approximation ASR have the straightforward ef-
fect of vertically shifting the PPS and the CMB power
spectrum, while leaving the comoving Hubble horizon
and the e-folds of inflation unaffected.

The last row of Figs. 13 and 14 shows the varia-
tion of the comoving Hubble horizon, PPS, and CMB
power spectrum with respect to the number of e-
folds of inflation N∗ after horizon crossing of the pivot
scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1. Looking at the variation of the
comoving Hubble horizon one can observe how increas-
ing N∗ stretches the duration of inflation to a later end,
while leaving the evolution prior to horizon crossing of
the pivot scale invariant. An advantage of N∗ over alter-
native parameters is its direct link to the scalar spectral
index ns and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r. Fixing N∗ while
varying the other parameters will leave the slope and the
ratio of tensor to scalar power invariant.

We show the variation of comoving Hubble horizon,
PPS, and CMB power spectrum with respect to the frac-
tion fi in Fig. 15. For a fixed present-day curvature den-
sity, varying fi is equivalent to a variation of the primor-
dial curvature density ΩK,i and thus also to a variation
of the initial size of the comoving Hubble horizon at the
start of inflation. Since fixing N∗ decorrelates fi from the
spectral index and the tensor to scalar ratio, this isolates
the effect of fi on the large-scale (small k) cutoff posi-
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FIG. 13. Parameter dependence of the comoving Hubble horizon in the left column and of the slow-roll approximation of
the primordial power spectrum (PPS) in the right column on the sampling parameters for our Bayesian analysis: Hubble
parameter H0, present-day curvature density ΩK,0, approximate power amplitude ASR, and number of e-folds of inflation after
horizon crossing N∗, where one parameter is varied in each row, while the others stay fixed. The upper and heavier lines in
the PPS plots correspond to scalar, the lower and thinner lines to tensor perturbations. We used the Starobinsky potential
to generate these plots, explaining the fairly big gap between scalar and tensor modes. The corresponding plots for the fully
numerically integrated PPS and for the CMB power spectrum are shown in Fig. 14.
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FIG. 14. Parameter dependence of the numerically integrated primordial power spectrum (PPS) in the left column and of the
CMB power spectrum in the right column on the sampling parameters for our Bayesian analysis: Hubble parameter H0, present-
day curvature density ΩK,0, approximate power amplitude ASR, and number of e-folds of inflation after horizon crossing N∗,
where one parameter is varied in each row, while the others stay fixed. The upper and heavier lines in the PPS plots correspond
to scalar, the lower and thinner lines to tensor perturbations. We used the Starobinsky potential to generate these plots,
explaining the fairly big gap between scalar and tensor modes. The corresponding plots for the comoving Hubble horizon and
for the slow-roll approximation of the PPS are shown in Fig. 13. For the CMB spectra we fix the other cosmological parameters
to their Planck 2018 best-fit values [6]: ωb = 0.022632, ωcdm = 0.11792, τreio = 0.0495.
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FIG. 15. Similar to Figs. 13 and 14 we show the parameter dependence of the comoving Hubble horizon, the slow-roll
approximation of the primordial power spectrum (PPS), the fully numerically integrated PPS and the CMB power spectrum
on the fraction of primordial to present-day curvature fi ≡ ΩK,i/ΩK,0. In the upper two rows in blue the present-day curvature
was fixed to ΩK,0 = −0.01, in the lower two rows in green to ΩK,0 = +0.01, thus showing the effects of a closed and open universe
respectively. We used the Starobinsky potential to generate these plots, explaining the fairly big gap between scalar and tensor
modes. The upper and heavier lines in the PPS plots correspond to scalar, the lower and thinner lines to tensor perturbations.
For the CMB spectra we fix the other cosmological parameters to their Planck 2018 best-fit values [6]: ωb = 0.022632,
ωcdm = 0.11792, τreio = 0.0495.
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parameter ΩK,0. We also include the spectral index ns, since the ns-r plot is typically the main plot of interest when investigating
inflation models. The dotted line splits the ns-r plot into the regions of convex or concave inflationary potentials. The lighter
hue corresponds to using Planck 2018 TT, TE,EE+ lowE data only [75], whereas the darker hue corresponds to additionally
using data from the Bicep2 and Keck Array [76]. For the single-parameter extension, the posterior on the curvature density
parameter amounts to ΩK,0 = −0.051± 0.017. The grey lines and dots illustrate the prior distributions.

tion and the shape of the PPS, independent of slopes or
amplitudes. Figure 15 contrasts this behaviour for closed
universes in blue (top two rows) and for open universes
in green (bottom two rows), in which fi affects the shape
differently. In both cases increasing fi initially (i.e. for
small fi) shifts the PPS cutoff to larger scales, out of the
CMB observable window. However, once ΩK,i gets close
to or exceeds unity, this shift is replaced by a suppression
of perturbation modes in the closed case and an amplifi-
cation in the open case, for large scales just about smaller
than the PPS cutoff. Note how looking at the slow-roll
approximation of the PPS only may be misleading when
trying to gauge the effect of fi on the PPS. The shift of
the cutoff to larger scales is similar in both the approx-
imate and full numerical PPS as long as the curvature
density is comparably small. However, once primordial
curvature plays a significant role, the approximate PPS
stops changing. The secondary, geometry-dependent ef-
fects on large scales are only visible in the fully numer-
ically integrated PPS. This is not surprising considering
that the slow-roll approximation is only valid for modes
that were well within the comoving Hubble horizon at
the start of inflation.

XIII. NESTED SAMPLING RESULTS

In this section we present the results from our Bayesian
analysis using nested sampling. We start by investi-
gating one- and two-parameter extensions to the base
ΛCDM model in Section XIII A. In Section XIII B we
then change the phenomenological description of the pri-
mordial power spectrum from the ΛCDM model to that
of specific inflationary models with a full numerical inte-
gration of the mode Eqs. (50) and (57).

A. Nested sampling results: ΛCDM extensions

Since this paper focuses on cosmic inflation in curved
universes, one obvious extension of the base ΛCDM
model to investigate is an extension with the present-
day curvature density parameter ΩK,0. Cosmic infla-
tion governs the primordial Universe. Therefore we ad-
ditionally look at extensions with primordial parame-
ters. Possible parameter extensions to the base ΛCDM
model include the running of the spectral index nrun and
the tensor-to-scalar ratio r. In the following sections
we focus on the tensor-to-scalar ratio r, which is more
strongly constrained by current datasets than the run-
ning nrun. Hence, in what follows we present the results
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the relative difference, where we use the spectrum with ΩK,0 = 0 and r = 10−3 as reference in the denominator. Note that we
are using the unlensed spectra for visualisation of the effects of the tensor-to-scalar ratio, here. The black line in the B-mode
power spectrum on the right is the contribution of lensed E-modes to the B-mode spectrum for ΩK,0 = 0, r = 0.

of a Bayesian analysis of the ΛCDM model extended by r
and ΩK,0, both independently and jointly.

1. Posteriors of ΛCDM extensions

In Fig. 16 we show the one-dimensional and the pair-
wise joint two-dimensional posterior distributions for the
present-day curvature density parameter ΩK,0, the spec-
tral index ns and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r. We present
the results using both Planck 2018 TT, TE,EE+lowE
data only, and using the data from the Bicep2 and Keck
Array in addition.

Because of the importance of the degree of compression
from prior to posterior distribution for model compari-
son, we also include the prior distributions in grey in
Fig. 16, which are the same for all models. For visual-
isation purposes we illustrate the two-dimensional prior
distribution in form of scatter points, as contours are bet-
ter suited for constrained distributions. Note that while
in principle all three parameters are sampled uniformly
across their prior range, some parameter combinations
need to be excluded at the prior level in order to compute
a viable cosmological model, e.g. parameter combinations
with large dark energy density ΩΛ and small matter den-
sity Ωm leading to universes that had no Big Bang in the

first place. This leads to effectively non-uniform priors,
the non-uniformity being somewhat visible for the spec-
tral index ns and very clear for the curvature density
parameter ΩK,0 with a clear prior preference of close to
flat universes.

CMB results for the one-parameter extensions have
been investigated thoroughly in previous analyses [6, 76],
giving a mostly closed universe for the ΩK,0 extension
and an upper bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio for
the r-extension. Joint analyses of r and ΩK,0 have been
briefly discussed in [17–19]. While the curvature param-
eter is little affected by the tensor-to-scalar ratio, the
inverse is not true. The uncertainty on the tensor-to-
scalar ratio increases considerably when allowing non-
zero curvature with P18 data. This difference vanishes
when BK15 data is taken into consideration, though, giv-
ing essentially the same distribution on r as without cur-
vature. However, the shift in the spectral index ns from
curvature is retained when allowing for a non-zero tensor-
to-scalar ratio. This is important for inflation models
and reheating bounds, as will be explored in the later
Sections XIII B and XIII B 5.

Note that according to current data from Baryon
Acoustic Oscillations (BAOs) these constraints would be
pulled towards a flat universe, i.e. to ΩK,0 = 0, and
the shift in the spectral index ns would thus be undone.
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The dot represents the parameter mean and the error bars correspond to one standard deviation (1σ). We show the results for
extensions with the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and/or the curvature density parameter ΩK,0. The vertical dotted lines serve as
visual references and are the 1σ-boundaries for the ΛCDM model from Planck data only (top line).

However, there has been concern over the combination of
BAO with CMB data for curved universes [29–31], which
is why in the present study we restrict ourselves to CMB
data only, and leave a more involved analysis including
BAOs for future work. The same applies (albeit to a
lesser extent) to CMB lensing.

At first glance it might be surprising that the pos-
terior distribution of the tensor-to-scalar ratio changes
so significantly upon including non-zero curvature when
computed from P18 data only, but remains essentially un-
changed when including BK15 data. This phenomenon
may be explained by the BK15 data offering an additional
observable, the B-mode polarisation, which is much more
sensitive to changes in the tensor-to-scalar ratio than the
temperature data or the E-modes. This can be seen in
Fig. 17 which shows the CMB temperature (TT ) and po-
larisation (EE and BB) power spectra respectively for
combinations of r = {10−3, 10−2, 10−1} with and with-
out curvature. While in the case of TT and EE spectra
different values of the tensor-to-scalar ratio are negligible
in comparison to the effects of curvature, this behaviour
is reversed in case of the BB spectra, where r shows
a significantly stronger influence. Hence, including the
B-mode data from BK15 results in essentially the same
upper bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio regardless of
whether the universe is assumed to be curved or flat.

Figure 18 summarises how the six cosmological base
parameters change across the various extensions as re-
gards their mean and standard deviation. Differences ow-
ing to the addition of BK15 data are negligible, with the
parameter constraints all lying well within one standard
deviation of one another across all models. Hence, both
P18 and combined P18+BK15 exhibit the same trends
when comparing different models with one another. Ex-
tension with the tensor-to-scalar ratio leaves the cosmo-
logical base parameters essentially invariant. Adding cur-
vature on the other hand shifts all these parameters by
roughly one standard deviation. The biggest shift is in
the spectral index ns.

2. Model comparison of ΛCDM extensions

For the comparison of the ΛCDM extensions
we investigate the log-evidence lnZ, Kullback-
Leibler divergence DKL, Bayesian model dimen-
sionality d, and the posterior average of the log-
likelihood 〈lnL〉P = lnZ + DKL. Figure 19 shows
these quantities for Planck 2018 TT, TE,EE + lowE
data in the left triangle plot and additionally using
data from the Bicep2 and Keck Array in the right
triangle plot. Note that since these different datasets
result in fundamentally different likelihood values, their
absolute evidence values are not directly comparable.
The relative differences of the various models, on the
other hand, are comparable. We are using the base
ΛCDM model for any given likelihood combination as
our reference point, and denote relative differences to
that model with a ∆ such that for ΛCDM itself we have
∆ lnZ = ∆DKL = ∆〈lnL〉P = 0.

a. Tensor modes: Including the tensor-to-scalar
ratio (blue) is disfavoured with a log-evidence of
∆ lnZ = −2.8 ± 0.2 which translates to betting odds
of about 1 : 16 against the r-extension. This is mostly
driven by the Occam penalty for the additional param-
eter and because of the lack of any clear B-mode sig-
nal. Sampling the tensor-to-scalar ratio logarithmically
would leave log r mostly unconstrained and therefore the
Bayesian evidence essentially invariant compared to the
base ΛCDM model. Consequently the KL-divergence,
which is effectively a measure of the Occam penalty [74],
would be much smaller, too, such that switching between
uniform and logarithmic priors corresponds roughly to
moving contours along a lnZ + DKL = C degeneracy
line for some constant C [74]. Adding BK15 data leaves
the log-evidence and the betting odds for the r-extension
unaffected. The posterior average of the log-likelihood is
essentially zero, telling us that the BK15 data does not
require a non-zero tensor-to-scalar ratio for a sufficiently
good fit. The relative entropy, on the other hand, in-
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FIG. 19. Bayesian model comparison for extensions to the base ΛCDM model with the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and/or the
curvature density parameter ΩK,0. On the left side in a light hue we show the results using Planck 2018 TT, TE,EE + lowE
data only, whereas on the right side in a darker hue we show the results when additionally including data from the Bicep2 and
Keck Array. We show the log-evidence lnZ, Kullback-Leibler divergence DKL (in nats), Bayesian model dimensionality d,
and the posterior average of the log-likelihood 〈lnL〉P = lnZ + DKL. The ∆ denotes normalisation with respect to the base
ΛCDM model without extensions (i.e. with r = 0 and ΩK,0 = 0) for easier comparison. The probability distributions represent
uncertainty arising from the nested sampling process. In the limit of infinite life points these probability distributions would
become point statistics. See Table III for a full list of the numerical values and uncertainties.

creases to ∆DKL = 2.8 ± 0.2, which is a result of the
stronger compression from prior to posterior already ob-
served in Fig. 16.

b. Spatial curvature: Including the present-day cur-
vature density parameter ΩK,0 (yellow), on the other
hand, is favoured with a log-evidence of ∆ lnZ = 2.1±0.2
compared to the base ΛCDM model, which translates to
betting odds of about 8 : 1 in favour of the curvature
extension. Note that this is smaller compared to findings
in [29, 30] which give odds of 50 : 1 and a log-evidence
of about 3.3 respectively. However, in those cases the
upper bound on the flat prior on ΩK,0 was chosen to
be 0.05 or 0, whereas we have chosen our prior range
symmetrically around zero as [−1,+1]. The preference
for the curvature extension is mostly driven by an im-
proved fit as can be seen by the increase in the posterior
average of the log-likelihood. Adding BK15 data further
improves the fit compared to the ΛCDM base model, and
thereby significantly increases the odds in favour of the
curvature extension to over 100 : 1 with a log-evidence of
∆ lnZ = 4.9± 0.2.

c. Joint tensor modes and spatial curvature: In a
two-parameter extension with tensor modes and spatial
curvature, their individual one-parameter effects cancel
(for the P18 likelihood) and the log-evidence is essentially
equal to that of the base ΛCDM model. This only holds
for the evidence, however, with the KL-divergence effec-

tively adding up to represent the large Occam penalty
from two additional parameters. It is worth noting how
the tensor-to-scalar ratio and the curvature density have
an almost orthogonal effect on the ΛCDM model in the
(∆ lnZ,∆DKL) plane. While the tensor-to-scalar ratio
shifts the contour along the lnZ + DKL = C line (for
some constant C), the curvature density shifts along the
lnZ − DKL = C line. The former corresponds to a shift
caused mostly by an Occam factor (quantified by ∆DKL).
The latter corresponds to a shift mostly driven by a bet-
ter fit, which can be quantified by the posterior average
of the log-likelihood, related to Bayesian evidence and
KL-divergence as: lnZ + DKL = 〈lnL〉P (cf. Eq. (5)).
Hence, this can be seen directly in Fig. 19 by looking at
the joint contours of ∆DKL and ∆〈lnL〉P . Adding BK15
data also results in a combination of the one-parameter
effects. The change in model preference by adding tensor
modes stays mostly unaffected by the addition of BK15
data, regardless of with or without curvature. Similarly,
the preference for curved models is further increased by
the addition of BK15 data, regardless of with or with-
out tensor modes. This means that the BK15 data has
a greater effect on model preference involving the curva-
ture parameter ΩK,0 than involving the tensor-to-scalar
ratio r, which is curious in light of our previous discus-
sion in Section XIII A 1 of the changes to the posterior.
There the role was inverted, with the BK15 data having
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a greater effect on the posterior of the tensor-to-scalar
ratio r than on the curvature density parameter ΩK,0.

The fourth parameter in Fig. 19, the Bayesian model
dimensionality d, typically comes with a large sampling
uncertainty and is therefore not very specific in its count
of the number of constrained parameters. It does show
the expected ordering of the models, though, with the
base ΛCDM model having the fewest parameters and
therefore the lowest dimensionality d, and with the di-
mensionality increasing with additional parameters. In
addition to the 6 cosmological parameters (plus one or
two for extensions), the P18 likelihood comes with 21
nuisance parameters and the BK15 likelihood adds an-
other 7 nuisance parameters. The total number does not
match the total number of sampling parameters exactly,
because many of the nuisance parameters are completely
prior dominated, i.e. they show no or only little com-
pression from prior to posterior distribution. We can
roughly estimate that 10+3 of the 21+7 nuisance param-
eters are prior dominated (more details in Appendix A
and Fig. 29), such that we would expect roughly 17 con-
strained parameters from the P18 likelihood and roughly
21 from the P18+BK15 combination for the ΛCDM base
model, matching the dimensionalities in Fig. 19.

B. Nested sampling results: Inflation models

In the following we present the results from our nested
sampling runs with fully numerically integrated primor-
dial power spectra for the inflation models considered in
Section XI. For results that are mostly independent of the
choice of potential we only show plots from the Starobin-
sky potential, representative of all potentials. Similarly,
we only show results from the combined data of P18 and
BK15 for some parameters, when there are no clearly
visible differences with or without the BK15 data.

In addition to the prior bounds specified in Table I
and to standard constraints from ΛCDM cosmology, we
also enforce the curvature constraint for open universes
from Eq. (32), the horizon constraint from Eq. (38) and
the reheating constraints from Eqs. (41) and (42) at the
prior level.

1. Posteriors of primordial sampling parameters

In Section XII we introduced the slow-roll approx-
imation of the amplitude of scalar density perturba-
tions ASR, the number of e-folds of inflation N∗ after
horizon crossing of the pivot scale, and the fraction of
primordial curvature fi ≡ ΩK,i/ΩK,0 as our primordial
sampling parameters. We sample these parameters to-
gether with the ΛCDM parameters (using the Hubble
parameter H0), and with the present day curvature den-
sity parameter ωK,0 ≡ ΩK,0h

2. In Fig. 20 we show the
prior (in grey) and posterior (in red) constraints of the
parameters going into the computation of the primordial

3
0

6
0

9
0

H0

−0.03

0.00

0.03

Ω
K
h

2

prior

posterior

3
.0

3
.1

ln(1010ASR)

3
5

5
5

7
5

N∗

0 2 4

log10 fi

−
0
.0

3

0
.0

0

0
.0

3

ΩKh
2

0

2

4

lo
g

1
0
f
i

35
55
75

N
∗

3.0

3.1

ln
(1

0
1
0
A

S
R

) 30

60

90

H
0

P18lite + BK15

Starobinsky inflation

FIG. 20. Prior (in grey) and posterior (in red) distributions
of the parameters used to compute the primordial power spec-
trum with the Starobinsky potential. Note that all the priors
shown here are initially set as uniform priors, but deviate from
uniformity owing to additional constraints from curvature, re-
heating and horizon considerations. For the two-dimensional
posterior distributions we show the 68 % and 95 % contours.

physics for the Starobinsky model from P18 and BK15
data.

The picture is very similar across all potentials consid-
ered here. The only notable difference between inflation
models is in the e-folds parameter N∗ which is character-
istically linked to the epoch of reheating (see Section IX)
and to features in the primordial power spectrum such
as the spectral index ns or the tensor-to-scalar ratio r
(see Section X B and Fig. 12). We will explore the results
from these connections in more detail in Sections XIII B 2
and XIII B 5.

The (approximate) amplitude of the scalar primordial
power spectrum As (or equivalently ASR, see Fig. 32 in
the appendix for a comparison) is by far the best con-
strained of these parameters. This comes as no surprise,
considering that it is also one of the six parameters in
the base ΛCDM cosmology.

The prior distribution of the primordial curvature frac-
tion fi is the joint result of the curvature constraints and
the horizon constraint from Eq. (38) specifying that the
conformal time that passed before the end of inflation
needs to be greater than thereafter in order to solve the
horizon problem. Towards larger values of fi the prior is
reduced owing to curvature constraints. First, the cur-
vature constraint for open universes from Eq. (32) only
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allows comparatively small values of fi. The prior is re-
duced further for too large curvature in closed universes,
as these universes lack a Big Bang in the first place. Also,
for large values of fi the maximum (which contributes
the most to the conformal time before the end of infla-
tion) of the comoving Hubble horizon (and equivalently
the primordial curvature density) becomes very pointy
(see Fig. 6) and contributes less to the conformal time,
which is the integral of the comoving Hubble horizon.
It is useful in this context to look at the joint distri-
bution with the present-day curvature and also at the
corresponding plots from the conformal time analysis in
Fig. 8. These plots also indicate that a total elapse of
conformal time of ηtotal = π/2 from pre-inflationary Big
Bang to the future conformal boundary, as proposed in
the closed universe theory discussed in [38], is consistent
with the data. The sharp drop in the prior towards low
values of the primordial curvature fraction fi is driven
by the horizon constraint as expected from our analy-
sis in Section VIII. This is confirmed in Fig. 21, where
we show the prior (in grey) and posterior (in red) distri-
butions of the primordial curvature fraction fi and the
conformal time ratio ηbefore/ηafter. Indeed the correla-
tion between fi and the ratio of ηbefore/ηafter together
with the cut of ηbefore > ηafter excludes low values of fi.
On the posterior level, this correlation reduces almost to
a one-to-one correspondence. The data pushes the con-
formal time ratio, which already prefers low values below
about 10 a priori, further down and thereby towards a
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FIG. 21. Prior (in grey) and posterior (in red) distributions
of the primordial curvature fraction fi and the conformal time
ratio ηbefore/ηafter.
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FIG. 22. Posterior distributions of the Hubble parameter H0

and the present-day curvature density parameter ΩK,0. We
compare curvature extensions of the base ΛCDM model us-
ing the standard power-law primordial power spectrum (PPS)
with a PPS computed numerically for Starobinsky inflation.
For clarity we omit the posteriors for Quadratic and Natural
inflation, which match the Starobinsky one. The posterior on
the curvature density parameter for the Starobinsky model
amounts to ΩK,0 = −0.031± 0.014. For the two-dimensional
posterior distributions we show the 68 % and 95 % contours.

scenario where there was just enough inflation to solve
the horizon problem.

The posteriors on Hubble parameter H0 and present-
day curvature density parameter ΩK,0 match across infla-
tion models. Figure 22 representatively shows the pos-
terior of the Starobinsky model. Compared to curva-
ture extensions of the base ΛCDM cosmology, the bulk
of the posterior mass shifts visibly towards flatness. Nev-
ertheless, with a simultaneous narrowing of the posterior
width, the probability density still drops to almost zero
below ΩK,0 = 0 with the 95 % upper bound shifting from
about −0.02 to −0.01.

2. Posteriors of derived parameters

Computing the primordial power spectrum from the
inflationary background Eqs. (15) to (18) and the mode
Eqs. (50) and (57) of scalar and tensor perturbations
turns the phenomenological spectral index ns and tensor-
to-scalar ratio r into derived parameters. These param-
eters mostly depend on the observable number of e-folds
of inflation N∗ from horizon crossing of the pivot scale k∗
until the end of inflation. For a fixed start to inflation,
e.g. through fixing fi, this dependence is equivalent to
a dependence on the total number of e-folds of infla-
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FIG. 23. Posterior distributions of the observable number
of e-folds of inflation N∗, the equation-of-state parameter of
reheating until BBN wreh,BBN, the spectral index ns and the
tensor-to-scalar ratio r for various inflation models. We show
quadratic inflation in blue, natural inflation in orange and
Starobinsky inflation in red. In grey we show the contours for
a power-law primordial power spectrum following Eqs. (43)
and (44) with the inflation consistency relation from Eq. (45).
The one-dimensional histogram plots and the two-dimensional
scatter plots in a lighter hue illustrate the prior distributions
of the corresponding parameters, which are non-uniform here
since all parameters are derived parameters. The visible cut-
offs of both prior and posterior distribution are driven by the
(permissive) reheating constraint −1/3 < wreh,BBN < 1. For
the two-dimensional posterior distributions we show the 68 %
and 95 % contours.

tion Ntot. As discussed in Section IX, the equation-of-
state parameter of reheating wreh is also mostly driven
by the amount of inflation.

Figure 23 shows all these parameters for three poten-
tial models in a triangle plot using the combined P18
with BK15 data. The prior distributions are shown in a
lighter hue as histograms for the one-dimensional distri-
butions and as scatter plots for the pairwise joint distri-
butions. Posterior distributions are plotted with a darker
hue. For ns and r we also show the posterior for the
ΛCDM extension with curvature ΩK,0 and with r (sam-
pled logarithmically). We show the tensor-to-scalar ratio
on a logarithmic scale to better visualise the large differ-
ence in the inflation models’ predictions. We show results
from the quadratic potential in blue, natural potential in
orange, and Starobinsky potential in red.

The two-dimensional distributions (both prior and pos-
terior) show the degeneracy lines between all these pa-
rameters for the various inflation models clearly. Only
the natural inflation model with the extra inflationary pa-

rameter φ0 shows a slightly greater spread, which would
be more apparent on a linear scale in r.

The reheating parameter wreh,BBN was allowed to vary
from −1/3 to 1, thereby placing a theoretical upper limit
on the spectral index and lower limit on the tensor-
to-scalar ratio. This is particularly apparent for the
quadratic and natural potential. The data prefer a lower
tensor-to-scalar ratio, but the reheating prior limits how
far down the posterior contours can be pushed. Note
that this is a very permissive reheating prior. In Sec-
tion XIII B 5 we show the effects of different reheating
priors in more detail.

The results for the quadratic and natural potential are
very similar. The preferred number of observable e-folds
is roughly N∗ ≈ 60 when using only P18 data, even larger
with BK15 data included. This is somewhat larger than
the more commonly quoted 50 to 60 e-folds owing to the
larger spectral index when including curvature and be-
cause of the pull towards a smaller tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio. The effective reheating parameter wreh,BBN is cen-
tred around 1/3 for P18 data only. This agrees well with
the effective nature of the parameter tending towards 1/3
in cases where thermalisation would have happened much
earlier than Big Bang Nucleosynthesis as previously dis-
cussed in Section IX. Both the spectral index and tensor-
to-scalar ratio are prior constrained. The models max-
imise their likelihood by pushing ns to its upper and r to
its lower prior bound.

It might seem surprising that the results for the natural
potential are so similar to those of the quadratic poten-
tial. One could have expected natural inflation’s ability
to accommodate for a smaller tensor-to-scalar ratio via a
smaller potential hill parameter φ0 to pull the posterior
away from quadratic inflation, which indeed is slightly
visible when including BK15 data. However, there is a
trade-off between the spectral index and the tensor-to-
scalar ratio in natural inflation. The data push simulta-
neously to smaller r and larger ns, whereas the potential
hill parameter φ0 gives a smaller r only for a smaller ns.

The posterior of the Starobinsky model shows a pref-
erence for fewer observable e-folds N∗ than for the other
models. This also yields a lower effective reheating
parameter wreh,BBN and spectral index ns and can be
attributed to the Starobinsky model’s generally lower
tensor-to-scalar ratio r. Where the other models push
to the limit set by the reheating prior (wreh,BBN < 1)
to try and accommodate as small a tensor-to-scalar ra-
tio as possible, the posterior for the Starobinsky model
is well within the unconstrained plateau region of the
likelihood on log r, which remains the case even when in-
cluding BK15 data. Hence, there is no pressure towards
smaller r for the Starobinsky model.

3. Best-fit power spectra

In Fig. 24 we show the best-fit primordial power spec-
tra (PPS) that enter the computation of the angular TT ,
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TABLE II. Best-fit parameter values used for generating Figs. 24 and 25. Although the spectral index ns, the tensor-to-scalar
ratio r, and the e-folds of inflation before horizon crossing N† are all derived parameters in the last row, we include them here
for comparison with the ΛCDM extensions and with the analysis for flat universes in [46].

Model Likelihood ωb ωc H0 τreio 109As ns r ΩK,0 fi N∗ N†

ΛCDM P18+BK15 0.022377 0.1201 67.32 0.0543 2.1004 0.96589 0 0 [6]

ΛCDM + ΩK P18+BK15 0.022632 0.11792 54.09 0.0495 2.0706 0.97235 0 -0.0438 [6]

Starobinsky inflation (flat) P15 0.022257 0.11965 67.38 0.0790 2.2018 0.96393 0.00331 0 57.1 6.09 [46]

Starobinsky inflation (closed) P18lite+BK15 0.022552 0.11864 55.29 0.0509 2.0849 0.95737 0.00325 -0.0376 0.128 57.6 5.93

TE, EE, and BB auto- and cross-spectra, plotted on
top of the corresponding Planck 2018 data in Figs. 25a
to 25c and on top of the Bicep2 and Keck Array 2015
data in Fig. 25d. We use the usual normalisation of the
angular CMB power spectra according to:

DXX
` ≡ `(`+ 1)

2π
CXX` . (73)

The correponding best-fit parameter values are listed in
Table II.

We compare three representative best-fit PPS. Black
and yellow correspond to power-law spectra with the
best-fit parameters from the base ΛCDM model and
from its extension with the curvature density parame-
ter ΛCDM + ΩK,0 respectively. Red corresponds to the
scalar and tensor spectra that were numerically inte-
grated using the Starobinsky potential. Except for the
amplitude of tensor modes, the power spectra from other
inflationary potentials are very similar. Hence, we only
show the best-fit result for the Starobinsky model.
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FIG. 24. Best-fit primordial power spectra for the power-
law spectra from ΛCDM in black and its extension with
curvature ΩK,0 in yellow, and for the fully numerically in-
tegrated scalar (heavy upper line) and tensor (thin lower
line) spectra from Starobinsky inflation in a closed universe
in red. The vertical dotted line corresponds to the pivot
scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1, where power amplitude As, spectral
index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r are measured. The grey
shaded region illustrates roughly the CMB observable win-
dow. The corresponding CMB spectra are shown in Fig. 25.

Comparing the ΛCDM model and its curvature exten-
sion shows that the major difference arising from the ad-
dition of ΩK,0 is a slightly larger spectral index ns as
previously shown in Figs. 16 and 18. This results in a lit-
tle less power on large scales, i.e. for small wavenumber k
and multipole `.

The PPS for the Starobinsky model shows the typical
cutoff and oscillations towards large scales (small k) that
are associated with kinetic dominance initial conditions.
The best-fit parameter combination propagates the cut-
off and oscillations through to the temperature power
spectrum in Fig. 25a where they sink into the large-scale
lack of power. The effect on the EE polarisation spec-
trum in Fig. 25c is considerably smaller. The BB power
spectrum for the Starobinsky model shows the charac-
teristic reionisation bump on the largest scales (smallest
multipoles `) that comes with a non-zero tensor-to-scalar
ratio. The derived best-fit value is r = 0.003 in this case.
However, the BK15 data only probes multipoles ` & 40
and therefore does not reach to the large scales of the
reionisation bump.

Apart from these differences on large scales, all models
agree on small scales, driven mainly by the high precision
on the power amplitude As and by the good agreement
between a power-law spectrum and the slow-roll predic-
tions from inflation on small scales.

4. Model comparison of inflation models

As in Section XIII A 2 for extensions to the base
ΛCDM model, we investigate the log-evidence lnZ,
Kullback-Leibler divergence DKL, Bayesian model di-
mensionality d, and the posterior average of the log-
likelihood 〈lnL〉P = lnZ + DKL for the three inflation
models, quadratic, natural, and Starobinsky inflation, in
a curved universe. We show these quantities in Fig. 26
in a triangle plot, for the combined likelihoods P18 and
BK15.

We normalise with respect to the base ΛCDM model
(vertical and horizontal dotted lines marking zero).
We also show the results for the ΛCDM + r and
ΛCDM+r+ΩK,0 model. It should be noted, though, that
because of the different sampling parameters and their
priors it is difficult to compare the very phenomenolog-
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FIG. 25. Comparison of the best-fit angular power spectra to the Planck 2018 data for temperature and E-mode polarisation,
and to Bicep2 and Keck Array 2015 data for B-mode polarisation. The lower plots zoom in on the low-` multipole range
from the upper plots. The best-fit spectra were computed using the corresponding primordial power spectra from Fig. 24 using
the values listed in Table II.
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FIG. 26. Bayesian model comparison for various in-
flation models using the combined (lite) likelihoods of
TT, TE,EE+low`+lowE from Planck 2018 with BB from
Bicep2 and the Keck Array. We show quadratic inflation
in blue, natural inflation in orange, and Starobinsky inflation
in red. We show the log-evidence lnZ, the Kullback-Leibler
divergence DKL (in nats), the posterior average of the log-
likelihood 〈lnL〉P = lnZ + DKL, and the Bayesian model
dimensionality d. The ∆ denotes normalisation with respect
to the base ΛCDM model without extensions (i.e. with r = 0
and ΩK,0 = 0) indicated by the vertical and horizontal dotted
lines. As an additional reference we also include the results
for an extension of ΛCDM with tensor modes and curvature
in grey. The probability distributions represent uncertainty
arising from the nested sampling process. In the limit of infi-
nite life points these probability distributions would become
point statistics. See Table IV for a full list of the numerical
values and uncertainties.

ical description of the primordial Universe as expressed
by power-law parameters As, ns and r, to the much more
specific generation of the PPS from inflation models. We
have tried to mitigate this problem by using the same
prior on the power amplitude As for the inflation mod-
els. However, this cannot be done for the spectral index
and the tensor-to-scalar ratio. Instead, these become de-
rived parameters, dependent on the e-folds of inflationN∗
after horizon crossing of the pivot scale. As already seen
in Fig. 20, the priors on N∗ are limited by external con-
straints from reheating and from needing to solve the
horizon problem. This is a feature of curved universes
providing an absolute scale for the Universe and thereby
a limit on the amount of inflation.

The Bayesian evidence for different inflation potentials
is heavily dependent on the tensor-to-scalar ratio, which
is not surprising in light of Fig. 12 and also apparent in
the change of inflationary model comparisons from the

Planck 2015 to the Planck 2018 analysis [18, 19]. As ob-
served in Section XIII A 1 and Fig. 16, using P18 data
on its own, the tensor-to-scalar ratio r is even less con-
strained for curved universes than for a flat universe. So
from P18 data only we do not expect big differences in
the Bayesian evidence between different inflation models.
BK15 data is necessary to get good constraints on r and
thereby to properly compare the performance of various
inflation models.

Looking at the relative evidence ∆ lnZ in Fig. 26, we
can see a clear preference hierarchy between the studied
models, with the Starobinsky model clearly preferred, fol-
lowed by natural inflation, and with quadratic inflation
ruled out. This is very similar to previous results from
flat universes [17–19, 46, 108].

Quadratic inflation does not manage to provide a suf-
ficiently small tensor amplitude under reheating con-
straints, and therefore is disfavoured with Bayesian odds
of almost 1 : 10 compared to ΛCDM, and over 1 : 1000
compared to the Starobinsky model. Even purely in
terms of fit as measured by ∆〈lnL〉P it performs poorly
compared to ΛCDM and its extensions.

Natural inflation fares slightly better owing to its abil-
ity to provide a smaller tensor-to-scalar ratio and is
roughly on par with the ΛCDM model and with the
ΛCDM extension with tensors and curvature. Compared
to the Starobinsky model it is disfavoured with Bayesian
odds of about 1 : 85.

The Starobinsky model remains a strong competitor.
Its fit is similar to that of the tensor and curvature exten-
sion of ΛCDM, but it achieves this with a much smaller
relative entropy ∆DKL or Occam penalty (smaller even
than ΛCDM which has fewer sampling parameters), and
therefore ends up with a much higher Bayesian evidence.
This goes to show that the Starobinsky model naturally
manages to accommodate all the phenomenological re-
quirements for the PPS imposed by the data.

5. Effect of reheating constraints on evidences

In Section IX we introduced the constraints from re-
heating on the end of inflation. In this section we will
contrast the following two reheating scenarios:

(permissive) Nreh = NBBN, − 1
3 < wreh < 1, (74)

(restrictive) ρ
1/4
reh = 109 GeV − 1

3 < wreh <
1
3 . (75)

Similar categories can be found in [17].
Figure 27 shows the posterior distributions of the de-

rived equation-of-state parameter wreh for the permissive
scenario in the upper panel and the restrictive one in the
lower panel. We again present the results in blue, orange,
and red for quadratic, natural, and Starobinsky inflation
respectively. In grey we illustrate the underlying prior
distribution, which is derived from the prior distributions
listed in Table I. Note how this favours small wreh values a
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FIG. 27. Posterior distributions for the derived equation-of-
state parameter of reheating wreh for the permissive (upper
panel) and restrictive (lower panel) reheating scenario from
Eqs. (74) and (75) respectively. The grey shading in the lower
panel highlights that under the restrictive reheating scenario
only −1/3 < wreh < 1/3 is allowed. We show quadratic in-
flation in blue, natural inflation in orange, results from the
quartic double-well potential in green and the Starobinsky
model in red. The grey lines illustrate the sampled prior dis-
tributions. Dashed lines correspond to P18 data only, and
solid lines to P18 and BK15 data combined.

priori, driven by a degeneracy with N∗ as seen in Fig. 23,
but is clearly overcome by the data. The reheating pa-
rameter is significantly larger for quadratic and natural
inflation compared to the Starobinsky model. This is
driven by the smaller tensor-to-scalar ratio required by
the BK15 data, which is mostly independent of the re-
heating scenario used.

Comparing both reheating scenarios overall shows how
the posterior for wreh is diluted away from instant reheat-
ing at wreh = 1/3 the shorter the duration of reheating,
i.e. for an earlier (stricter) end to reheating at a higher
energy density. Phrased the other way round, the longer
reheating is allowed to last, the more the posterior on the
effective equation-of-state parameter gets concentrated
around wreh = 1/3, which is equal to the equation-of-
state parameter during the subsequent epoch of radia-
tion domination (see Figs. 1 and 10 for a visual aid).
At a first glance it might appear counter-intuitive that a
permissive reheating scenario should result in tighter con-
straints on wreh. However, the way to read this is that for

the permissive reheating scenario essentially all posterior
samples fall into the acceptable range of wreh, which is
not the case for the restrictive reheating scenario.

The posteriors for quadratic and natural inflation both
peak at values wreh > 1/3, meaning that the comov-
ing Hubble horizon needs to grow faster during reheating
than during radiation domination to catch up with the
standard Big Bang evolution. Note that this result is in
stark contrast to the analytic prediction of matter dom-
inated reheating, i.e. wreh ≈ 0, from the time averaged
oscillations of the inflaton field around its potential min-
imum (see also Section IX). The dilution of the posterior
with strict reheating somewhat reconciles these models
with matter dominated reheating, but this shows that
any such oscillations can only last for a short time in
case of quadratic or natural inflation.

The Starobinsky model peaks in-between 0 and 1/3
in case of permissive reheating and roughly at 0 for re-
strictive reheating. Thus, for Starobinsky inflation, mat-
ter dominated oscillations around the potential minimum
agree very well with the data, further adding to the suc-
cess of the model, which it already accumulated on the
level of the spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio
(although we recognise that these are all connected).

For the nested sampling runs presented in the previ-
ous sections and in Figs. 23 and 26 in particular, we only
used the permissive reheating scenario from Eq. (74) as
a prior constraint. In order to infer the evidence Z and
Kullback–Leibler divergence DKL with the restrictive sce-
nario as prior constraint, we use anesthetic’s [73] im-
portance sampling feature for nested samples. This frees
us from the need to recompute entire nested sampling
runs. However, as with importance sampling of MCMC
chains, it only works well provided sufficient coverage of
the importance sampled subspace of the original param-
eter space. Hence, the uncertainties tend to increase,
which is especially the case for quadratic and natural
inflation, for which most sample points belong to the ex-
cluded region of parameter space with wreh > 1/3, as is
clearly visible in Fig. 27.

In Fig. 28 we compare the log-evidence lnZ and KL-
divergence DKL of the permissive with those of the re-
strictive reheating scenario for combined P18 and BK15
data. The filled contours in Fig. 28 for the permissive
reheating case from Eq. (74) are the same as in Fig. 26.
The unfilled contours with dashed lines come from the
importance sampling with the restrictive reheating case
from Eq. (75).

For quadratic and natural inflation, the Bayesian evi-
dence Z shrinks further by two to three log-units, while
the KL-divergence DKL remains relatively unchanged,
indicating a poorer fit of these models in a restrictive
reheating scenario. The fit of Starobinsky inflation,
on the other hand, remains unchanged, but the KL-
divergence and hence the Occam penalty decreases, lead-
ing to a larger evidence. This increases the gap between
quadratic and Starobinsky inflation beyond Bayesian



38

−4 −2 0 2 4 6

∆ lnZ

−1

0

1

2

3

∆
D

K
L

−1 0 1 2 3 4

∆DKL

P18lite + BK15

Quadratic

Natural

Starobinsky

perm. rest.
∆

ln
Z

FIG. 28. Bayesian model comparison of permissive (solid
lines, cf. Eq. (74)) and restrictive (dashed lines, cf. Eq. (75))
reheating scenarios for various inflation models using P18 and
BK15 data combined. We show quadratic inflation in blue,
natural inflation in orange, results from the quartic double-
well potential in green and the Starobinsky model in red.
We show the log-evidence lnZ and Kullback-Leibler diver-
gence DKL (in nats). The ∆ denote normalisation with re-
spect to the base ΛCDM model indicated by the vertical and
horizontal grey lines.

odds of overwhelming 1 : 20 000, and for natural to
Starobinsky inflation beyond 1 : 1000.

XIV. CONCLUSION

Despite the success of flat ΛCDM there has been a per-
sistent tendency towards positive curvature (closed uni-
verses) in CMB temperature and polarisation data. The
2018 data release from Planck in particular has sparked
some discussion of possible evidence for spatial curvature
in the CMB. In this paper we have investigated what the
presence of such non-zero spatial curvature means for in-
flation.

We have reviewed how curvature links primordial and
late-time scales, and how the detection of non-zero
late-time curvature limits the total amount of inflation,
thereby placing a bound on the comoving Hubble hori-
zon, which becomes maximal at the onset of inflation.
This sets tight constraints on initial conditions for infla-
tion in order to solve the horizon and flatness problems,
which we have folded into a Bayesian comparison of var-
ious inflationary potentials.

We have computed the primordial power spectra from
these inflation models numerically, revealing oscillations
and a cutoff towards large scales, which are common fea-

tures of finite inflation. Additionally we have shown how
curvature leads to an additional suppression or to an am-
plification of power on large scales for closed and open
universes respectively, which holds for both scalar and
tensor perturbations.

In our Bayesian analysis we have used CMB data from
the Planck 2018 legacy archive and from the 2015 ob-
serving season of Bicep2 and the Keck Array. We
chose this approach of purely using CMB data and not
including data from lensing or BAOs in order to test how
far cosmic inflation, which drives the primordial universe
towards flatness, affects the preference for closed uni-
verses observed in CMB data.

Nested sampling runs of the base ΛCDM cosmology
and its extensions with the present-day curvature den-
sity parameter ΩK,0 and/or the tensor-to-scalar ratio r,
presented in Fig. 16, have confirmed that the inclusion
of curvature significantly weakens the bounds on the
tensor-to-scalar ratio when only taking temperature and
E-mode polarisation into account. This fails to hold,
however, when including B-mode data, in which case the
bounds on r match those of a flat cosmology. Note that
we have adopted a nominally uniform prior on the cur-
vature density parameter ΩK,0. The CMB constraints
on the spectral index ns, on the other hand, point to
a persistently larger value, roughly one standard devi-
ation greater with than without curvature, albeit with
roughly 6σ still clearly below scale invariance. Neverthe-
less, this changes the picture of slow-roll predictions from
various inflation models, as shown in Fig. 12. We have
computed the Bayesian evidence and Kullback–Leibler
divergence for the various extensions and confirmed pre-
vious findings of the CMB having a preference for closed
cosmologies. This preference is reduced when the tensor-
to-scalar ratio is included, which comes with a significant
Occam penalty (same as for flat universes). Interestingly,
the addition of B-mode data further strengthens the pref-
erence for closed universes. The details of this model
comparison are presented in Fig. 19.

Using the aforementioned numerically integrated pri-
mordial power spectra, we have also computed the
Bayesian posteriors and evidence from three single-
field inflationary potentials: the quadratic, natural, and
Starobinsky potential. We have found prior constraints
on the primordial curvature, giving a lower bound from
horizon considerations and upper bounds from consid-
erations of an open or closed global geometry and from
reheating. Similarly, there are prior constraints on the
amount of inflation. These are the combined effect of
curvature linking the primordial to the late-time universe
and of possible reheating scenarios.

As in previous findings considering curvature or finite
inflation, an improved fit to CMB data is achieved via
a suppression of power and smoothing of peaks on the
largest scales (analogous to effects of the artificial lens-
ing parameter Alens, see e.g. [6]). In the absence of B-
mode data all inflation models considered perform simi-
larly well, a result of the weaker bound on the tensor-to-
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scalar ratio. However, with B-mode data taken into ac-
count, we obtain similar results to the flat case, with the
Starobinsky model significantly outperforming the other
inflation models, as seen in Fig. 26.

Quadratic and natural inflation are reheating con-
strained, which becomes very clear when looking at the
spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio as shown in
Fig. 23. Both the high spectral index from the inclu-
sion of non-zero curvature and the low tensor-to-scalar
ratio from B-mode data push those inflation models to
the edges of their prior constraints, with the limits set
by the equation-of-state parameter of reheating. In the
first instance we have only used very permissive reheat-
ing constraints. We have then used importance sam-
pling to explore stricter reheating constraints, presented
in Figs. 27 and 28, which has significantly penalised
quadratic and natural inflation while strengthening the
Starobinsky model.
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Appendix A: Robustness checks

We use this appendix to expand on some of the tests
and checks we have performed.

Figure 29 shows the one-dimensional posterior dis-
tributions for the 21 nuisance parameters of the
Planck 2018 likelihoods and the extra 7 nuisance pa-
rameters of the likelihood from Bicep2 and the Keck

Array. We show the distributions for the base ΛCDM
model and three of its parameter extensions, demonstrat-
ing how the posteriors of the nuisance parameters are
mostly unaffected by the choice of cosmological model.

Tables III and IV list the nested sampling results for
log-evidence lnZ, Kullback–Leibler divergence DKL, pos-
terior average of the log-likelihood 〈lnL〉P , and Bayesian
model dimensionality d. Table III shows results for the
base ΛCDM model and three of its parameter extensions,
each for various likelihood runs. Table IV shows results
from three inflation models, each for two reheating con-
straints.

Figure 30 summarises the model comparison results for
ΛCDM extensions using either θs or H0 as one of the cos-
mological sampling parameters. The qualitative picture
remains the same between the two cases, but quantita-
tively there can be shifts of up to 2 to 3σ with respect
to the sampling uncertainty.

Figure 31 summarises the model comparison results
for ΛCDM extensions run with either the full or only
the lite version of the P18 likelihood. The lite version
marginalises over all Planck nuisance parameters except
for ycal (see Fig. 29 for the posterior distributions of
those nuisance parameters). This is reflected in the lower
Bayesian model dimensionality d for the lite case, the
difference of 10 between full and lite matches roughly
the number of constrained nuisance parameters (uncon-
strained nuisance parameters do not contribute to d).
Since these are nested sampling runs with different like-
lihoods, we cannot directly compare Bayesian evidence
and KL-divergence. However, we can use the ΛCDM
model as normalisation and then compare the relative
change for the various extensions, giving roughly the
same results for full and lite likelihood.
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FIG. 29. Posteriors of P18 and BK15 nuisance parameters for the base ΛCDM cosmology and one- or two-parameter extensions
with the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and/or the present-day curvature density parameter ΩK,0.
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TABLE III. Block 1 was run with only the P18 likelihood. Blocks 2 and 3 were run with the P18+BK15 likelihoods. Block 4
was run with the P18lite+BK15 likelihoods. Blocks 1 and 2 used the angular distance θs to the sound horizon as one of the
cosmological sampling parameters, whereas blocks 3 and 4 changed this to the Hubble parameter H0.

Model parameters lnZ DKL 〈lnL〉P d ∆ lnZ ∆DKL ∆〈lnL〉P ∆d

P18

ωb, ωc, θs, τ, As, ns −1431.94± 0.17 39.48± 0.17 −1392.46± 0.07 +16.6± 0.4 −0.0± 0.2 +0.0± 0.2 −0.0± 0.1 +0.0± 0.4

ωb, ωc, θs, τ, As, ns, r −1434.69± 0.18 41.31± 0.18 −1393.39± 0.08 +18.5± 0.4 −2.8± 0.2 +1.8± 0.2 −0.9± 0.1 +1.9± 0.4

ωb, ωc, θs, τ, As, ns,ΩK −1429.81± 0.18 41.48± 0.18 −1388.33± 0.08 +18.1± 0.4 +2.1± 0.2 +2.0± 0.2 +4.1± 0.1 +1.5± 0.4

ωb, ωc, θs, τ, As, ns, r,ΩK −1431.81± 0.19 43.05± 0.18 −1388.76± 0.09 +20.4± 0.4 +0.1± 0.2 +3.6± 0.2 +3.7± 0.1 +3.8± 0.4

P18 + BK15

ωb, ωc, θs, τ, As, ns −1807.26± 0.19 44.53± 0.19 −1762.73± 0.09 +20.3± 0.4 −0.0± 0.2 −0.0± 0.2 −0.0± 0.1 −0.0± 0.4

ωb, ωc, θs, τ, As, ns, r −1810.04± 0.19 47.37± 0.19 −1762.66± 0.09 +21.0± 0.5 −2.8± 0.2 +2.8± 0.2 +0.1± 0.1 +0.7± 0.5

ωb, ωc, θs, τ, As, ns,ΩK −1802.32± 0.19 45.72± 0.19 −1756.61± 0.09 +21.0± 0.5 +4.9± 0.2 +1.2± 0.2 +6.1± 0.1 +0.7± 0.5

ωb, ωc, θs, τ, As, ns, r,ΩK −1805.62± 0.19 48.69± 0.19 −1756.92± 0.09 +21.9± 0.5 +1.6± 0.2 +4.2± 0.2 +5.8± 0.1 +1.6± 0.5

P18 + BK15

ωb, ωc, H0, τ, As, ns −1806.91± 0.27 44.22± 0.27 −1762.69± 0.13 +19.4± 0.6 +0.0± 0.3 −0.0± 0.3 −0.0± 0.1 +0.0± 0.6

ωb, ωc, H0, τ, As, ns, r −1808.98± 0.27 46.15± 0.28 −1762.83± 0.14 +22.0± 0.7 −2.1± 0.3 +1.9± 0.3 −0.1± 0.1 +2.6± 0.7

ωb, ωc, H0, τ, As, ns, ωK −1803.14± 0.28 46.65± 0.28 −1756.48± 0.14 +21.8± 0.7 +3.8± 0.3 +2.4± 0.3 +6.2± 0.1 +2.4± 0.7

ωb, ωc, H0, τ, As, ns, r, ωK −1805.16± 0.29 48.45± 0.28 −1756.71± 0.13 +21.3± 0.7 +1.7± 0.3 +4.2± 0.3 +6.0± 0.1 +1.9± 0.7

P18lite + BK15

ωb, ωc, H0, τ, As, ns −899.06± 0.20 24.56± 0.19 −874.50± 0.07 +9.2± 0.3 −0.0± 0.2 −0.0± 0.2 −0.0± 0.1 −0.0± 0.3

ωb, ωc, H0, τ, As, ns, r −901.61± 0.21 26.97± 0.20 −874.64± 0.08 +10.1± 0.3 −2.6± 0.2 +2.4± 0.2 −0.1± 0.1 +0.9± 0.3

ωb, ωc, H0, τ, As, ns, ωK −895.36± 0.21 26.54± 0.20 −868.82± 0.08 +10.4± 0.3 +3.7± 0.2 +2.0± 0.2 +5.7± 0.1 +1.2± 0.3

ωb, ωc, H0, τ, As, ns, r, ωK −897.89± 0.22 28.79± 0.21 −869.09± 0.08 +11.1± 0.3 +1.2± 0.2 +4.2± 0.2 +5.4± 0.1 +1.9± 0.3

TABLE IV. Inflationary model comparison using P18lite+BK15 likelihoods. Normalisation with respect to ΛCDM from
Table III. The first block uses the permissive reheating scenario with reheating ending at Nreh = NBBN and with an allowed
range of the effective reheating parameter of − 1

3
< wreh < 1. The second block uses the restrictive reheating scenario with

reheating ending at an energy density of ρ
1/4
reh = 109 GeV and with the allowed range of the effective reheating parameter

reduced to − 1
3
< wreh <

1
3
.

Inflation Model lnZ DKL 〈lnL〉P d ∆ lnZ ∆DKL ∆〈lnL〉P ∆d

(permissive reheating)

Quadratic −901.24± 0.21 +25.68± 0.20 −875.55± 0.08 +11.1± 0.3 −2.18± 0.21 +1.12± 0.20 −1.06± 0.08 +1.9± 0.3

Natural −898.65± 0.21 +27.19± 0.20 −871.46± 0.09 +14.3± 0.5 +0.41± 0.21 +2.63± 0.20 +3.04± 0.09 +5.1± 0.5

Starobinsky −894.21± 0.18 +24.40± 0.18 −869.81± 0.07 +10.1± 0.3 +4.85± 0.18 −0.16± 0.18 +4.69± 0.07 +0.9± 0.3

(restrictive reheating)

Quadratic −903.27± 0.37 +25.47± 0.39 −877.80± 0.37 +12.3± 1.7 −4.21± 0.37 +0.90± 0.39 −3.30± 0.37 +3.1± 1.7

Natural −900.30± 0.35 +26.84± 0.36 −873.46± 0.31 +14.5± 1.3 −1.24± 0.35 +2.28± 0.36 +1.03± 0.31 +5.2± 1.3

Starobinsky −893.23± 0.29 +23.46± 0.28 −869.77± 0.10 +9.7± 0.4 +5.83± 0.29 −1.11± 0.28 +4.73± 0.10 +0.5± 0.4
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FIG. 30. Robustness check of Bayesian model comparison:
θs vs H0. Sampling the six ΛCDM parameters using the an-
gular distance to the sound horizon θs (dark shade) or the
Hubble parameter H0 (light shade) with flat priors respec-
tively. For curvature extensions we sample ΩK,0 alongside θs,
and ωK,0 ≡ ΩK,0h

2 alongside H0. We do the latter chage.
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FIG. 31. Robustness check of Bayesian model comparison:
full vs lite Planck 2018 TT, TE,EE likelihood (also with
Planck 2018 low-` temperature and E-mode data and with
B-mode data from the 2015 Bicep2 and Keck Array). The
full P18 likelihood uses 21 nuisance parameters, whereas the
lite P18 likelihood has only a single nuisance parameter. The
BK15 likelihood comes with an additional 7 nuisance param-
eters in both cases.
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FIG. 32. Parameter comparison of the approximate in-
put parameter ASR (using the slow-roll approximation, see
Eq. (48)) and the derived output parameter As for the
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scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1. In a perfect scenario, these two pa-
rameters would be identical. The slight shift is negligible for
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[13] A. A. Starobinskǐı, Spectrum of relict gravitational ra-
diation and the early state of the universe, Journal of
Experimental and Theoretical Physics Letters 30, 682
(1979).

[14] A. H. Guth, Inflationary universe: A possible solution
to the horizon and flatness problems, Physical Review
D 23, 347 (1981).

[15] A. Linde, A new inflationary universe scenario: A pos-
sible solution of the horizon, flatness, homogeneity,
isotropy and primordial monopole problems, Physics
Letters B 108, 389 (1982).

[16] A. Albrecht and P. J. Steinhardt, Cosmology for Grand
Unified Theories with Radiatively Induced Symmetry
Breaking, Physical Review Letters 48, 1220 (1982).

[17] Planck Collaboration, Planck 2013 results. XXII. Con-
straints on inflation, Astronomy & Astrophysics 571,
A22 (2014).

[18] Planck Collaboration, Planck 2015 results. XX. Con-
straints on inflation, Astronomy & Astrophysics 594,
A20 (2016).

[19] Planck Collaboration, Planck 2018 results. X. Con-
straints on inflation, Astronomy & Astrophysics 641,
A10 (2019).

[20] A. Ijjas, P. J. Steinhardt, and A. Loeb, Inflationary
paradigm in trouble after Planck 2013, Physics Letters
B 723, 261 (2013).

[21] J. Martin, C. Ringeval, and V. Vennin, Encyclopæ-
dia Inflationaris, Physics of the Dark Universe 5-6, 75
(2014).

[22] A. Linde, Inflationary Cosmology after Planck 2013
(2014), arXiv:1402.0526.

[23] A. Ijjas, P. J. Steinhardt, and A. Loeb, Inflationary
schism, Physics Letters B 736, 142 (2014).

[24] D. Chowdhury, J. Martin, C. Ringeval, and V. Vennin,
Assessing the scientific status of inflation after Planck,
Physical Review D 100, 083537 (2019).

[25] D. N. Spergel, L. Verde, H. V. Peiris, E. Komatsu,
M. R. Nolta, C. L. Bennett, M. Halpern, G. Hinshaw,
N. Jarosik, A. Kogut, M. Limon, S. S. Meyer, L. Page,
G. S. Tucker, J. L. Weiland, E. Wollack, and E. L.
Wright, First-Year Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy
Probe (WMAP) Observations: Determination of Cos-
mological Parameters, The Astrophysical Journal Sup-
plement Series 148, 175 (2003).

[26] J.-P. Uzan, U. Kirchner, and G. F. R. Ellis, Wilkinson
Microwave Anisotropy Probe data and the curvature
of space, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society 344, L65 (2003).

[27] G. Hinshaw, D. Larson, E. Komatsu, D. N. Spergel,
C. L. Bennett, J. Dunkley, M. R. Nolta, M. Halpern,
R. S. Hill, N. Odegard, L. Page, K. M. Smith, J. L.
Weiland, B. Gold, N. Jarosik, A. Kogut, M. Limon,
S. S. Meyer, G. S. Tucker, E. Wollack, and E. L.
Wright, Nine-Year Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy
Probe (WMAP) Observations: Cosmological Parameter
Results, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series
208, 19 (2013).

[28] G. Efstathiou and S. Gratton, A Detailed Description
of the CAMSPEC Likelihood Pipeline and a Reanal-
ysis of the Planck High Frequency Maps, The Open
Journal of Astrophysics 4, 10.21105/astro.1910.00483
(2021), arXiv:1910.00483.

[29] E. Di Valentino, A. Melchiorri, and J. Silk, Planck ev-
idence for a closed Universe and a possible crisis for
cosmology, Nature Astronomy , 1 (2019).

[30] W. Handley, Curvature tension: Evidence for a closed
universe, Physical Review D 103, L041301 (2021),
arXiv:1908.09139.

[31] E. Di Valentino, A. Melchiorri, and J. Silk, Investigating
Cosmic Discordance, The Astrophysical Journal Letters
908, L9 (2021), arXiv:2003.04935.

[32] G. Efstathiou and S. Gratton, The evidence for a spa-
tially flat Universe, Monthly Notices of the Royal As-
tronomical Society: Letters 496, L91 (2020).
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