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In this paper, we investigate the primordial perturbations of inflation model induced from the
multi-field mimetic gravity, where there are two fields during inflation, and both adiabatic and
isocurvature perturbation modes are generated. We show that although the original adiabatic
perturbation mode indeed loses the kinetic term due to the constraint equation, by applying the
curvaton mechanism where one of the fields is viewed as curvaton field, the adiabatic perturba-
tion can be transferred from the isocurvature one at the end of inflation. Detailed calculations
are performed for both inflationary and the consequent radiation-dominant and matter-dominant
epochs. Therefore, the so-called “non-propagating problem” of the adiabatic mode will not harm
the multi-field mimetic inflation models.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recently proposed mimetic gravity provides us
with a novel mechanism of dark matter generation [1–
3]. Such kind of gravity introduces an auxiliary metric
g̃µν , which connects with our physical metric gµν via the
conformal transformation

gµν = (g̃αβ∂αφ∂βφ)g̃µν (1)

where φ is the auxiliary field. By varying the Hilbert-
Einstein action with respect to the auxiliary metric g̃µν ,
one can have an additional term in Tµν that is propor-
tional to (G− T ) (the trace difference between Gµν and
Tµν), mimicking the cold dark matter according to the
fact that the effective pressure caused by this term is
zero. This means that due to such a transformation,
the longitudinal mode of gravity now become dynamical.
Moreover, from (1) one can find that the scalar field φ
obeys the constraint of

gµν∂µφ∂νφ = −1 . (2)

thus a Lagrangian multiplier term can be added into
Hilbert-Einstein action so that the physical metric gµν

is still considered as variable instead of auxiliary metric
g̃µν with no change on equations of motion [4].

The mimetic gravity can also be extended to describe
inflation where a potential V (φ) of the scalar is intro-
duced as the usual single field inflation model. How-
ever, as in [4] the authors have pointed out, consider-
ing the constraint equation (2), one actually cannot get
a wavelength-dependent solution. In other words, we
cannot define the quantum state of the perturbations in
usual way. Therefore we need to modify the theory by
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adding new degree of freedoms. One way of doing this is
to add the higher derivative terms such as �φ to the ac-
tion, but pure �φ will generally lead to pathology such as
gradient instabilities [4–7] (see also [8] for more compli-
cated case). On the other hand, in order to get a stable
mimetic gravity theory, various ways of modifying the
higher derivative terms have been discussed, see e.g., [9–
17]. Another way is to add extra fields, by which one then
gets a multi-scalar mimetic gravity [18, 19]. While Ref.
[18] considered two fields with a flat metric δab in field
space, in [19] the authors extended it into an arbitrary
metric Gab, violating the shift symmetry of the fields. By
decomposing perturbations into adiabatic and entropy
modes as the usual approach performed on the multi-field
inflation models, one can calculate their evolution behav-
iors respectively. However, Ref. [19] claimed that, due to
the constraint equation, the velocity of adiabatic mode
can be described as a function of both two modes, elimi-
nating the kinetic term of adiabatic mode in the total ac-
tion, which means that the adiabatic mode does not prop-
agate. Moreover, this conclusion holds independence on
gauge choice. In this case, it will bring problems because
the adiabatic perturbation of each space-time point will
evolve independently, and the global homogeneity of our
Universe required by the Cosmic Microwave Background
(CMB) observations cannot be guaranteed. Therefore
there must be a mechanism to avoid the case.

One feasible mechanism is the so-called curvaton mech-
anism [22, 23], in which it states that there is an extra
light scalar field (comparing with inflaton) responding to
the curvature perturbation. Since the curvaton field is
much lighter than the inflaton field, its effects on back-
ground trajectory can be neglected, meanwhile, the cur-
vaton will generate the most of the perturbations which
are isocurvature perturbations. At the end of inflation,
the curvaton field will decay into radiation or matter, by
which it will transfer the isocurvature perturbation into
the curvature perturbation. Moreover, we can realize the
curvaton mechanism from the inflaton decay that can
be dubbed as one field inflationary theory [20]. In this
paper, we consider the curvaton mechanism under the
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framework of multi-field mimetic inflation, where one of
the fields acts as a curvaton, thus one can still get the
adiabatic perturbations after inflation [21]. Inspired by
this framework, the adiabatic perturbation is sourced by
the isocurvature one which is propagating, therefore the
“non-propagating” problem demonstrated above can be
avoided.

This paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II we briefly
review the mimetic inflation model (both single- and
multi-field), and show the problems for both cases; in Sec.
III we study the background evolution for our mimetic
curvaton model; in Sec. IV we investigate the pertur-
bations in our model, by using the curvaton mechanism,
for both inflationary and matter-dominant epochs. The
final curvature perturbation in matter-dominant epoch is
also obtained. Sec. V gives the main conclusion and final
discussion.

II. MIMETIC GRAVITY FOR INFLATION

The original single-field inflation model that arises
from mimetic gravity is described by the action [4]:

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2
P

2
R+ λ

(
gµν∂µφ∂νφ+M4

)
− V (φ)

]
, (3)

where the constraint is put inside the action with a multi-
plier λ and the potential V (φ) is also added to the action.
Considering the dimension, the constraint term is written
as gµν∂µφ∂νφ+M4 where M corresponds to the typical
energy scale of φ. One can always do the rescaling of φ
as φ→ φ/M to reduce the constraint to the form of (2).

From action (3), it is straightforward to obtain
the Friedmann equations in flat Friedmann-Lemâıtre-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric:{

3M2
PH

2 = V − 2λM4 ,

M2
P Ḣ = λM4 ,

(4)

where ∂µφ∂µφ is eliminated by the constraint thus does
not appear as in the usual case. As can be seen, λ ap-
pears in Friedmann equations as a part of energy density
and totally determines the time evolution of Hubble pa-
rameter. From the Friedmann equations, one gets the
equation of motion of λ as

λ̇+ 3Hλ− V̇

2M4
= 0 , (5)

and its solution is

λ =
1

2M4
a−3

∫ t

ti

dt′V̇ a3 + C1a
−3 , (6)

where C1 is an integral constant. Thus the parameter
λ is determined by potential V and boundary condition.

From the above solution one can obtain remarks as fol-
lows:
1) during slow-roll inflation (ti < t < te) where slow-roll

parameter ε ≡ −Ḣ/H2 ' 0, one has λ = M2
P Ḣ/M

4 ' 0,
therefore V = 3M2

PH
2 which is almost independent on

time, namely
∫ t
ti
dtV̇ a3 ' 0 till t = te. These in turn

implies that C1 vanishes;
2) from the end of inflation to the beginning of matter-
dominance (te < t < tmi) where needs ε ' 1 to termi-
nate the inflation, from (4) we have V = −λM4. Taking
C1 = 0, this leads to V ∝ a−2;
3) from matter-dominance to now (tmi < t < t0) where
mimetic field φ has almost totally decayed, yielding

V ' 0 and V̇ ' 0, we have
∫ t
tmi

dtV̇ a3 = 0 till t = t0,

so
∫ t
ti
dtV̇ a3 =

∫ tmi

te
dtV̇ a3 is a constant (definite inte-

gration), making ρ = V − 2λM4 ∝ a−3 as unrelativistic
matter. This is why we can consider it as a candidate of

dark matter. Setting C2 ≡
∫ tmi

te
dtV̇ a3, we will find that

C2 is nothing but the dark matter energy density today,

ρm0 = ρma
3 = −

∫ t0

ti

V̇ a3dt =

∫ tmi

te

dtV̇ a3 = −C2 ,

(7)

therefore the constant can be treated as a connection
between the early epoch (right after inflation) and the
late epoch of our Universe. It indicates that the cold
dark matter fraction in mimetic gravity is produced in
preheating epoch.

However, the single-field mimetic gravity cannot de-
scribe inflation properly. Due to the constraint equation,
the universal equation of motion for the scalar perturba-
tion δφ is obtained in Ref. [4]:

δφ̈+Hδφ̇+ ... = 0 , (8)

where there is no spatial derivative, thus δϕ is valid ir-
relevant of the wavelength. Note that we have omitted
parts of Eq. (8) which is not important for our discus-
sion. Therefore we have problem of defining the quan-
tum origin of the perturbations. To be precise, from
Eq. (8) we cannot have a plane-wave like solution as
usual, and the momentum of the quantum fluctuations
is not well-defined, either. In order to avoid this prob-
lem, in Ref. [19] the model is extended by adding an-
other mimetic field to the system. If the mimetic gravity
is described by more than one field with transformation
gµν = (Gabg̃

αβ∂αφ
a∂βφ

b)g̃µν , the action becomes

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2
P

2
R+ λ

(
Gabg

µν∂µφ
a∂νφ

b +M4
)

− V (φa)

]
, (9)

where Gab is metric of field space. As discussed in [19]
as well as in [24], the model indeed has two scalar de-
grees of freedom as the same as in normal double-field
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inflation models. For background evolution, Eqs. (4)-
(6) are still applicable. The authors have calculated the
perturbations generated by this model using the well-
known adiabatic-entropy decomposition, finding that dif-
ferent from normal double-field inflation models, the adi-
abatic mode perturbation does not propagate in multi-
field mimetic gravity! This problem occurs due to the
fact that the perturbed mimetic constraint combines the
adiabatic mode perturbation and the entropy mode per-
turbation, which gives the relation

u̇T = εHuT + θ̇uN , (10)

where uT and uN are adiabatic mode and entropy mode
perturbations respectively, ε is slow-roll parameter, θ is
the angle of the tangent to the background trajectory
with respect to one of the axis in the field space (see
[19, 25]). As a result, the perturbed action becomes [19]

δ(2)S =

∫
d4xa3M2

P εH
2

[
LuN

+ LuT
+ 2sgn(±1)θ̇uT

× u̇N − 2θ̇uN u̇T − 2

(
M2
NT

M2
P εH

2
− εHθ̇

)
uTuN +

2

M2
PH

× δλ

(
uT −

u̇T
εH

+
1

εH
θ̇uN

)]
, (11)

with

LuN
= sgn(±1)

(
u̇2N −

1

a2
u̇2N

)
+

(
θ̇2 − M2

NN

M2
P εH

2

)
u2N

(12)

and

LuT
= u̇2T −

1

a2
(∂uT )

2 − 2εHuT u̇T

+

(
sgn(±1)θ̇2 − M2

TT

M2
P εH

2

)
u2T (13)

where

M2
NN ≡

1

2
(NaN bV;ab − sgn(±1)εH2R,

M2
TT ≡

1

2
T aT bV;ab + εH(T aV;a +M2

P εH
3(3− ε)),

M2
TN ≡

1

2
(T aN bV:ab + εHNaV;a), (14)

where T a and Na are the tengent and normal unit vec-
tors with respect to the background trajectory, while R is
the Ricci scalar of field space. Substituting Eq. (10) into
LuT

in (13), it appears that u̇2T can be re-expressed using
uT and uN , thus the kinetic term of uT get lost. More-
over, this problem cannot be avoided by gauge transfor-
mations. In the next section, we will involve curvaton
mechanism to solve this problem.

III. CURVATON MECHANISM IN
MULTI-FIELD MIMETIC GRAVITY

In this section, we will investigate the curvaton mech-
anism in multi-field mimetic gravity. In order to show
the realization of curvaton mechanism, with the freedom
of choosing the metric of field space Gab, we choose the
following metric:

Gab = diag

{
1, 6 sinh 2

(
ϕ√
6M

)}
. (15)

This metric is also applied to the so-called α-attractor
inflation models [29–33], which can preserve the local
conformal symmetry with the transformation g̃µν =

exp[−2σ(x)]gµν , χ̃ = exp[σ(x)]χ and φ̃a = exp[σ(x)]φa

with the original inflaton fields χ and φa. Moreover, it
can avoid the intitial condition problem for inflationary
potential as well. Applying this metric, action (9) be-
comes

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

{
M2
P

2
R+ λ

[
− 1

2
ϕ̇+

1

2a2
∂iϕ∂

iϕ

+ 3 sinh2

(
ϕ√
6M

)(
−θ̇2 +

1

a2
∂iθ∂

iθ

)
+M4

]

− V (ϕ, θ)

}
. (16)

The equations of motion of this two mimetic fields are

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+ λ̇
λ ϕ̇−

1
a2 ∂

2
i ϕ+

√
6

M sinh
(

ϕ√
6M

)
× cosh

(
ϕ√
6M

)(
−θ̇2 + 1

a2 ∂iθ∂
iθ
)

+ 1
λ
∂V (ϕ,θ)
∂ϕ = 0 ,

θ̈ + 3Hθ̇ + λ̇
λ θ̇ +

√
2

3M2 coth
(

ϕ√
6M

)
ϕ̇θ̇ − ∂2i θ

−
√

2
3M2 coth

(
ϕ√
6M

)
∂iϕ∂

iθ + 1
λ
∂V (ϕ,θ)
∂θ = 0 ,

(17)

while the mimetic constraint is

ϕ̇2 − (∂ϕ)2

a2
+ 6 sinh2

(
ϕ√
6M

)
[θ̇2 − 1

a2
(∂θ)2] = 2M4 .

(18)

In the following, we will analyze the background evo-
lution at two epoches separately, namely the inflation
epoch and the following matter-dominant epoch. For
the sake of simplicity, we will ignore the reheating and
radiation-dominant epoch, assuming that these epoches
took place instantaneously.

A. the inflation epoch

In this subsection, we would like to show the realiza-
tion of a inflation era in our model. We regard ϕ as
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FIG. 1: The re-scaled potential Ṽ (ϕ) ≡ V (ϕ)/M2
PH

2
i , which

is flat at large ϕ region and stops inflation along with the
decreasing of ϕ.

inflaton which drives inflation, while θ as curvaton, who
plays little role in the background level, but plays main
role in creating the curvature perturbation. As demon-
strated in the original curvaton paper [22], we require
that the potential along with the trajectory of θ should
be sufficiently flat, namely |∂2V/∂θ2| � H2. One of the
convenient choice is to consider a potential that is nearly
independent of θ, namely V (tanh(ϕ/

√
6M), θ) ' V (ϕ).

Since the background behavior at this epoch is mainly
determined by the inflaton ϕ, the equations of ϕ0 and θ0
in Eq. (17) become:

ϕ̈0 + 3Hϕ̇0 +
λ̇

λ
ϕ̇0 −

√
1

6M2

(
2M4 − ϕ̇2

0

)
+

1

λ

dV

dϕ0
' 0 ,

(19)

θ̈0 + 3Hθ̇0 +
λ̇

λ
θ̇0 +

√
2

3M2
coth

(
ϕ0√
6M

)
ϕ̇0θ̇0 ' 0 .

(20)

As the Refs. [29–33] has suggested, the specific form

of V (ϕ) can be chosen as V (ϕ) ∝ tanh2n(ϕ/
√

6M) at
large ϕ plotted in Fig. 1. In Fig. 1 one can see that, the
potential is rather flat in the large field stage, which is
reasonable to cause a period of slow-roll inflation era.

From the Friedmann equation (4) as well as the equa-
tion for λ (5), the Hubble parameter can be directly ex-
pressed as the potential functional V (ϕ). However, to
know its behavior with respect to time variable such as t
or a, we have to know the form of ϕ(t) as well.

It is not difficult to get one solution as θ0 ' 0 with the
sufficiently flatness of potential along with the trajectory
of θ. Moreover, in the current case we can also utilize the
constraint equation (18) without solving the equation of
motion of ϕ as usual inflation model. After perform-
ing slow-roll conditions and neglecting spatial derivative
term as well as the solution of θ0 field, Eq. (18) gives

ϕ̇ ' ±
√

2M2 . (21)

10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Hi t

20

40

60

80

100

φ

FIG. 2: The numerical plot of ϕ according to Eq. (19). The
value of ϕ is (nearly) monotonically decreasing, with the slope
being its time derivative: ϕ̇ ' −

√
2M2.

As a consistency check, we also numerically solve the
equation of motion (19), and plot the behavior of ϕ(t) in
Fig. 2. while the slope gives the value of ϕ̇. One can see
from the plot that Eq. (21) is indeed the solution of the
equation of motion (19) at large field value region.

Making use of the above result, one can get the nu-
merical plot of the square of Hubble parameter H2 as
in Fig. 3. We show that the Hubble parameter is flat
at the beginning and then decreases, which are corre-
spondingly the inflation era and its end. We also plot
the evolution behavior of each component (say, V and
λM4) of H2. Following the analysis in the previous
section, the inflation ends when V = −λM4, namely
ln(−2λM4) = ln(V ) + ln 2. As showed in the Fig. 3,
it actually happens at the time when the e-folding num-
ber N ≡ ln(a/ai) ' 73.68, which is consistent with the
current constraints on inflation.

B. matter-dominated epoch

In the matter-dominated epoch, the inflaton field ϕ has
rolled along the potential from the large field region to
the small field region. Therefore we have

ϕ0

M
� 1 , sinh

(
ϕ0√
6M

)
' ϕ0√

6M
, cosh

(
ϕ0√
6M

)
' 1 .

(22)

Moreover, according to Eq. (6) and the analysis in Sec.
II, one has

λ ∝ a−3 . (23)

The equation of ϕ0 in Eq. (17) becomes

ϕ̈0 −
1

ϕ0
(2M4 − ϕ̇2

0) +
1

λ
V ′ = 0 . (24)

Note that in this case, the 3H friction term that is to
appear in the equation of motion has been cancelled by
λ̇/λ term, so the equation looks like that in Minkowski
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FIG. 3: The top figure shows the re-scaled Hubble parameter
H̃ ≡ H/Hi in inflation with Hi as the initial value of Hubble
parameter in inflationary epoch. To satisfy the requirement of
slow-roll assumption, H should be flat until a/ai ≥ exp(67).
The bottom figure shows the evolution of re-scaled energy
density ρ̃ ≡ 3H̃2 = Ṽ − 2λ̃ in blue with Ṽ ≡ V/M2

PH
2
i in

purple and−2λ̃ ≡ −2λM4/M2
PH

2
i in green solid line. In order

to terminate inflation, there should be V = −λM4 which is
showed in green dashed line.

space time. That means, the expansion effect is somehow
“screened” by the multiplier λ with the behavior (23).

In order to maintain the matter-dominated epoch, the
potential needs to quit from its flatness, and the most
natural choice is that it behaves like a mass squared po-
tential, at the bottom of which the field is oscillating.
In usual case, the field will behave like ordinary mat-
ter as well [34]. However, the −2M4/ϕ0 term in Eq.
(24) will break such a behavior. To avoid this, we need
to construct the potential to be V (ϕ) ' λ[m2

effϕ
2
0 +

α ln(ϕ0/ϕ1)] at ϕ0/M � 1, with meff as the effective
mass of the inflaton field in matter domination and ϕ1

as a constant comparable with ϕ0. The last term with
α = 2M4 is delicately chosen to compensate−2/ϕ0 in the
second term of Eq. (24) without considering any physi-
cal origin since we purpose on the realization of mimetic
curvaton. The solution of ϕ0 can be obtained as

ϕ2
0 = A sin (meff t) . (25)

From the Friedmann equation (4) we see that, in order to
avoid the potential energy dominating the universe, we
require V � −2λM4, which will give rise to m2

effA� 1

constraining on the effective mass of ϕ (modulo the am-
plitude A, which can be obtained from previous process
of the inflaton’s evolution.) Moreover, if we furtherly
constrain the meff to be meff t ' meff/H � 1, we can
then pick up the leading order of the Taylor expansion of
(25), which gives

ϕ2
0 ' Ameff t . (26)

Moreover, under the assumptions (22) and solution
(26), the (17) becomes

θ̈0 + 2
ϕ̇0

ϕ0
θ̇0 = 0 , (27)

and it is easy to get the solution

θ̇0 =
Cθ
ϕ2
0

' Cθ
Ameff t

. (28)

where Cθ is a integral constant. On the other hand, the
mimetic constraint (18) becomes

Ameff

4t
+

C2
θ

M2Ameff t
= 2M4 . (29)

The constraint seems to be inconsistent with the solution
(25) and (28). The inconsistency arises because as the
inflation has ended, the inflaton field (maybe as well as
the curvaton field) will decay into other products. This
will make the constraint equation no longer the form of
(18), but should also include the decay products. We
denote the decaying products as another field ψ, and the
constraint equation should be ϕ̇2 + 6 sinh2(ϕ/

√
6)θ̇2 +

ψ̇2 = 2M4. The detailed calculation will be modified
accordingly as can be seen in the Appendix A, and our
main result will not get changed.

IV. GENERATING CURVATURE
PERTURBATIONS

In this section, we will investigate the perturbations
generated from the curvaton model, especially how adia-
batic perturbations can be transferred from the isocurva-
ture ones. We perturb the two scalar fields as ϕ = ϕ0+δϕ
and θ = θ0 + δθ. Therefore according to the total equa-
tions of motion (17), the explicit perturbed equations of
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motion are

δϕ̈+ 3Hδϕ̇+ λ̇
λδϕ̇−

1
a2 ∂

2
i δϕ− 1

M2

[
sinh2

(
ϕ0√
6M

)
− cosh2

(
ϕ0√
6M

) ](
θ̇20 − 1

a2 ∂iθ0∂
iθ0

)
δϕ

−
√

2
3M2 sinh

(
ϕ0√
6M

)
cosh

(
ϕ0√
6M

)(
θ̇0δθ̇

− 1
a2 ∂iθ0∂

iδθ

)
+ 1

λ
d2V (ϕ)
dϕ2 |ϕ0

δϕ = 0 ,

δθ̈ + 3Hδθ̇ + λ̇
λδθ̇ −

1
a2 ∂

2
i δθ +

√
2

3M2 coth
(

ϕ0√
6M

)
×
(
ϕ̇0δθ̇ − 1

a2 ∂iϕ0∂
iδθ + δϕ̇θ̇0 − ∂iδϕ∂iθ0

)
− 1

3M csch2
(

ϕ0√
6M

)
δϕ
(
ϕ̇0θ̇0 − ∂iϕ0∂

iθ0

)
= 0 ,

(30)

where we ignore the perturbation of λ. From the con-
straint equation (18), the perturbed mimetic constraint
is

ϕ̇0δϕ̇+ 6 sinh2

(
ϕ0√
6M

)
θ̇0δθ̇

+

√
6

M
sinh

(
ϕ0√
6M

)
cosh

(
ϕ0√
6M

)
δϕθ̇20 = 0 . (31)

where we considered the homogeneity and isotropy of the
background fields.

A. the inflation epoch

At the inflation epoch, from the slow-roll condition
(??) one can obtain the equation of motion for δθ:

δθ̈ + 3Hδθ̇ +
k2

a2
δθ −

√
2

3

ϕ̇

M
δθ̇ = 0 . (32)

Note that the last term comes from the constraint equa-
tion. In our case where φ̇ ' −

√
2M2 (see Eq. (21)), so

(ϕ̇/M)δθ̇ ' δθ̇. As long as we require M � H, namely
the energy scale of the scalar field is much less than the
Hubble parameter, the last term can be ignored. Thus
Eq. (32) will be the same as the perturbation equation of
usual curvaton field. On the other hand, due to the fact
that the mimetic constraint requires the perturbations of
both field should be non-vanishing, we also consider the
perturbations of ϕ, unlike the usual case where we sim-
ple neglect the perturbations of inflaton. The perturbed
equation of motion of ϕ has a similar equation as δθ at
super-horizon scale where k2 � H2 again,

δϕ̈+ 3Hδϕ̇+
V ′′(ϕ)

λ
δϕ = 0 , (33)

where V ′′ ≡ d2V (ϕ)/dϕ2. Similarly, under the slow-roll
condition V ′′/H2 � 1, the last term can be ignored.
Therefore, we obtain the solutions of δϕ and δθ as:

δϕ ' δθ ' H

2π
. (34)

B. matter-dominated epoch

In matter dominated universe, the perturbed equations
of motion of δϕ and δθ are both wave equations where
3H term is cancelled by λ̇/λ term, as demonstrated in
Sec. III B. Moreover, taking into account the assumption
(22), we can obtain the perturbed equations of motion in
matter dominated universe from eq (30) as

δϕ̈+
k2

a2
δϕ+

2M4

ϕ2
0

δϕ+ 2
ϕ̇0

ϕ0
δϕ̇+

1

λ
V ′′δϕ = 0 , (35)

δθ̈ +
k2

a2
δθ + 2

ϕ̇0θ̇0
ϕ2
0

δϕ+
2

ϕ0
(δϕ̇θ̇0 + ϕ̇0δθ̇) = 0 . (36)

Furthermore, taking the mimetic constraint (18), per-
turbed constraint (31), and the solutions (25) and (28)
into the equations of motion of δϕ (35), it becomes

d2

dt2
(ϕ0δϕ) +

(
k2

a2
+

3

2
m2
eff

)
ϕ0δϕ = 0 . (37)

Since meff � H . k2/a2, the effective mass term in the
above equation can be omitted. Therefore solution of δϕ
is

δϕ =
1

ϕ0

(
D+e

ikτ +D−e
−ikτ) , (38)

where ϕ0 ∝ t1/2. Since the perturbations in this stage are
inherited from those in the inflation stage, the coefficients
D± is determined by the previous solutions. From Eq.
(36) the solution of δθ with Cθ = Ameff/2

√
3 in (28) is

(see the Appendix A for detailed calculations)

δθ =

√
3

3Ameff t

(
D+e

ikτ +D−e
−ikτ) . (39)

The perturbations can be transferred to curvature per-
turbation, when either the curvaton field dominates the
universe or the curvaton decays into the background,
whatever is earlier [22, 23]. The curvature perturbation
is related to the density perturbations of each component
as

ζ = −H δρ

ρ̇
' 1

3

(
ρϕ
ρtot

δϕ +
ρθ
ρtot

δθ

)
, (40)

where we define the density contrast of ϕ and θ as:

δϕ ≡
δρϕ
ρϕ

, δθ ≡
δρθ
ρθ

. (41)

Note that for ϕ field, the energy density is mainly con-
tributed by its potential energy, therefore we have ρϕ ∝
m2
effϕ

2
0 and δρϕ ∝ m2

eff 〈ϕ0δϕ〉, which gives δϕ ∝ 1/t

(Gaussian part) or 1/t2(non-Gaussian part). While for
θ field with no potential, the energy density is mainly
contributed by its kinetic energy. Therefore one has
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ρθ ∝ ϕ2
0θ̇

2
0 ∼ C2

θ/ϕ
2
0 and δρθ ∝ ϕ2

0〈θ̇0δθ̇〉 = ϕ2
0

√
θ̇20〈δθ2〉,

making δθ time-independent 1. Since the δϕ will dilute as
time goes while δθ does not, and ϕ2

0 ' meff t� 1 giving
ρϕ � ρθ, the term containing δθ will dominate over the
other.

To be more specific, with P = k3|δθk|2/2π2, we have
the re-entering power spectrum with its initial value cor-
respondence with the value at the end of inflation

Pθ,md = Pθi
t2decay
t2

, (42)

where tdecay is the physical time of the almost total de-
cay of ϕ. Following [22], before working out the density
contrast δ, we should calculate 〈δθ2〉 firstly and compare

it with θ̇2 to figure out the feature of power spectrum:

〈δθ2〉 =

∫ kmax

kmin

Pθ,md(k, t)
dk

k

' H2
i

16π2M2
P εk

t2decay
t2

ln

(
kmax
kmin

)
. (43)

Thus the Gaussian and non-Gaussian power spectrum are
both time independent. The Gaussian power spectrum
of curvature perturbation is

Pζ = r2
H2
i

2π2M2
P εθ̇

2
i

(44)

where r ≡ ρθ/ρtot is the energy fraction of curvaton-like

field θ and θ̇i is the initial value of θ̇ after preheating as
a constant.

The converted curvature perturbation from our
curvaton-like field θ is required to conform to Planck
2018. Considering the assumption that the value of ef-
fective mass of ϕ is quite small, as meff � H, we point
out that the inflationary energy scale is large enough to
enable the hot big-bang universe. On the other hand,
although the contribution in CMB from δϕ is negligible,
what’s interesting is that due to the mimetic constraint as
well as the coupling, we do have fluctuation on inflaton-
like field ϕ at inflationary era, which is expected to be
tested with the future accuracy of observations.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we study a kind of modified gravity in-
flation model with inflaton driven by the mimetic gravity
field. In such kind of models, due to the constraint condi-
tion, the evolution of energy density is solely determined

1 Here we used the approximation 〈δθ̇2〉 ∼ 〈δθ2〉 for oscillating
solution of δθ.

by the potential of inflaton field ϕ. Due to the design
of the potential, our model can connect the early-time
inflation with the late-time matter domination. How-
ever, since the single-field mimetic inflation model has
problem with quantum fluctuations, we refer to multi-
field mimetic inflation model, and in order to explain how
adiabatic (curvature) perturbation is generated in multi-
field case, we apply the curvaton mechanism, where one
of the fields is interpreted as a curvaton field.

To be more precise, we choose the metric of field
space as the T-model of α-attractor inflation, which keeps
the conformal invariance. We have calculated the back-
ground and perturbation solutions for both inflation and
the following matter-dominant era, where we assume that
the reheating process occurs instantaneously. In the in-
flation era, the inflaton field evolves with a nearly con-
stant velocity ϕ̇ ' −

√
2M2, while the curvaton field

nearly remains static due to the mimetic constraint.
In the matter-dominant era, the inflaton field oscillates
around the minimum of its potential with small effec-
tive mass, while the massless curvaton field evolves as
θ̇ ∼ ϕ−2. To satisfy the constraint equation as well, we
also include another field that works as the decay product
of both fields. For the perturbation part, since there is a
coupling as well as the constraint equation that links the
two fields (ϕ and θ), we have to consider perturbations
from both inflaton and curvaton. By analytical calcula-
tions, we show that these two fields behave similarly as
shown in eq. (34). However, one cannot use the slow-roll
condition after inflation, thus the differences between in-
flaton field and curvaton field will evolve differently in
MD, for which our calculation shows that the curvature
perturbation induced by the isocurvature perturbation is
obtained.

Here, we emphasize the importance of our theoreti-
cal construction combined with curvaton mechanism and
mimetic gravity. Our work suggests that although in
mimetic gravity the constraint equation hides the kinetic
term of the adiabatic perturbation mode in the action,
so as to make it seemingly non-propagate, it actually
can be produced from the perturbation of curvaton field,
which is mainly isocurvature in the curvaton mechansim,
so that one might not need to worry about this non-
propagating issue. Moreover, if one introduces the cou-
pling between the two fields, the perturbation of the in-
flaton field will also appear, which can contribute to the
adiabatic perturbations as well. Although in this paper
we take a specific example for the illustration, one is free
to have it extended to more general cases, such as in the
cuscuton cosmological framework [36–38].

There still remains lots of questions that needs to be
done. Firstly, we have ignored the reheating process,
which may have effects on the evolution of perturbations
after inflation. Furthermore, from the observational per-
spective, we could constrain the gravitational waves as
well as parameters r which tests its validity for the non-
Gaussianities. Finally, we could apply our method to
investigate the primordial black hole generation, effects
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on Big Bang Nucleosynthesis, etc. We postpone these
investigations to an upcoming work.
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Appendix A: Curvature perturbation in matter
dominated universe

Here we consider a little bit more on the case where
the decaying product ψ is also included in the constraint
equation in matter-dominated epoch, as was discussed in
Sec. III B. From Eq. (17) The equation of motion for ϕ
is

ϕ̈0 − ϕ0θ̇
2
0/M

2 + V,ϕ/λ = 0 , (A1)

where the mimetic constraint equation then gives

θ̇2 =
M2

ϕ2
0

(2M4 − ψ̇2 − ϕ̇2
0) . (A2)

As has been demonstrated, thanks to the ψ field, there
will be one more degree of freedom in the constraint equa-
tion. Therefore it can be made consistent with the solu-
tion of equation of motions of ϕ and θ. If we construct
the potential V (ϕ) as

V/λ = m2
effϕ

2
0/4 + (2M4 − ψ̇2)ln(ϕ0/ϕ1) , (A3)

then the 2M4− ψ̇2 part in equation of motion of ϕ in Eq.
(A1) is cancelled. We still can obtain the equation

d2

dt2
(ϕ2

0) +m2
effϕ

2
0 = 0 , (A4)

and get the solution ϕ0 =
√
A sin1/2(meff t) '√

Ameff t. Therefore the background solution of ϕ and
θ is not affected. On the other hand, assuming δλ = 0
and δψ = 0 while applying Eq. (22), we can obtain the
perturbed equations of motion
δϕ̈+ k2

a2 δϕ−
(

ϕ2
0

6M2 + 1
)

θ̇20
M2 δϕ− 2ϕ0θ̇0

M2 δθ̇

+ 1
λV,ϕϕδϕ = 0

δθ̈ + k2

a2 δθ + 1
3

(
M2 − 6

ϕ2
0

)
ϕ̇0θ̇0δϕ+ 2 θ̇ϕδϕ̇+ 2 ϕ̇ϕδθ̇ = 0

(A5)

Since ϕ2
0/M

2 � 1, using Eqs. (A2) and (A3), we can
derive the equation of ϕ0δϕ as

d2

dt2
(ϕ0δϕ) +

(
k2

a2
+

1

2
m2
eff −

ϕ̇2
0

ϕ2
0

− ϕ̈0

ϕ0

)
ϕ0δϕ = 0 ,

(A6)

where ϕ̇2
0/ϕ

2
0 = −ϕ̈0/ϕ0 = 1/4t2. Since m2

eff � H2,

the m2
eff term can be omitted, thus the solution of δϕ

is again Eq. (38). Moreover, considering the perturbed
mimetic constraint

−θ̇δθ̇ ' M2

ϕ2
0

(ϕ̇0δϕ̇+
ϕ0δϕ

M2
θ̇2) (A7)

and the solution of θ̇0 = Cθ/ϕ
2
0, the last three term in

equation of δθ in Eq. (A5) becomes

−2
Cθϕ̇0

ϕ4
0

δϕ+ 2
Cθ
ϕ3
0

δϕ̇− 2

Cθ

ϕ̇0

ϕ0
(ϕ̇0δϕ̇+ ϕ0θ̇

2δϕ) , (A8)

where

−2Cθϕ̇0

ϕ4
0

' Cθ
(Ameff )3/2t5/2

, (A9)

2
Cθ
ϕ3
0

δϕ̇ ' Cθ
(Ameff t)3/2

(
±i2k

a
− 1

t

)
δϕ , (A10)

− 2

Cθ

ϕ̇2
0

ϕ0
δϕ̇ ' −

√
Ameff

4Cθt3/2

(
±i2k

a
− 1

t

)
δϕ , (A11)

Without the third line, δθ will evolves time-
independently after it gets close to the horizon, which
is not an acceptable solution for curvature perturbation.
This point requires 12C2

θ = A2m2
eff , so that the per-

turbed equation (A5) becomes

δθ̈ +
k2

a2
δθ − 2

√
3

3Ameff

[
1

t3
∓ ik

a

1

t2

]
D±e

±ikτ = 0 ,

(A12)

with solution

δθ =

√
3

3Ameff t
D±e

±ikτ ≈
√

3

3ϕ2
0

D±e
±ikτ . (A13)

which has an oscillating behavior with the amplitude pro-
portional to time inverse.
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