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Abstract

We derive consistency conditions for sustained slow roll and rapid turn in-
flation in two-field cosmological models with oriented scalar field space, which
imply that inflationary models with field-space trajectories of this type are
non-generic. In particular, we show that third order adiabatic slow roll, to-
gether with large and slowly varying turn rate, requires the scalar potential of
the model to satisfy a certain nonlinear second order PDE, whose coefficients
depend on the scalar field metric. We also derive consistency conditions for
slow roll inflationary solutions in the so called “rapid turn attractor” approx-
imation, as well as study the consistency conditions for circular rapid turn
trajectories with slow roll in two-field models with rotationally invariant field
space metric. Finally, we argue that the rapid turn regime tends to have a
natural exit after a limited number of e-folds.
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1 Introduction

Modern observations have established – to a very good degree of accuracy – that the
present day universe is homogeneous and isotropic on large scales. This is naturally ex-
plained if one assumes that the early universe underwent a period of accelerated expansion
called inflation. This idea can be realized in models where the inflationary expansion is
driven by the potential energy of a number of real scalar fields called inflatons. The most
studied models of this type contain a single scalar field. However, recent arguments related
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to quantum gravity suggest that it is more natural, or may even be necessary [1–4] to have
more than one inflaton. This has generated renewed interest in multi-field cosmological
models, which had previously attracted only limited attention.

Multifield cosmological models have richer phenomenology than single field models
since they allow for solutions of the equations of motion whose field-space trajectories are
not (reparameterized) geodesics. Such trajectories are characterized by a non-zero turn
rate. In the past it was thought that phenomenological viability requires small turn rate,
by analogy with the slow roll approximation used in the single-field case. This assumption
leads to the celebrated slow-roll slow-turn (SRST) approximation of [5, 6]. However, in
recent years it was understood that rapid turn trajectories can also be (linearly) pertur-
batively stable [7, 8] and of phenomenological interest. For instance, a brief rapid turn
during slow-roll inflation can induce primordial black hole generation [9–12]; moreover,
trajectories with large and constant turn rate can correspond to solutions behaving as dark
energy [13, 14]. There is also a variety of proposals for full-fledged rapid-turn inflation
models, relying on large turn rates during the entire inflationary period [15–22].

Finding inflationary solutions in multifield models is much harder than in the single-
field case, because the background field equations form a complicated coupled system
of nonlinear ODEs. Thus usually such models are either studied numerically or solved
only approximately.3 Mathematically, this complicated coupled system is encoded by
the so-called cosmological equation, a nonlinear second order geometric ODE defined on
the scalar field space of the model. The latter is a connected paracompact manifold,
usually called the scalar manifold. In turn, the cosmological equation is equivalent with a
dissipative geometric dynamical system defined on the tangent bundle of that manifold.
Little is known in general about this dynamical system, in particular because the scalar
manifold need not be simply-connected and – more importantly – because this manifold is
non-compact in most applications of physical interest and hence cosmological trajectories
can “escape to infinity”. The resulting dynamics can be surprisingly involved4 and hard to

3A notable exception is provided by models with hidden symmetry, which greatly facilitates the search
for exact solutions [23–27].

4It is sometimes claimed that the complexity of this dynamics could be ignored, because in “phe-
nomenologically relevant models” one should “expect that” all directions orthogonal to the physically
relevant scalar field trajectory are heavy and hence can be integrated out, thus reducing the analysis
to that of a single-field model. This argument is incorrect for a number of reasons. First, current phe-
nomenological data does not rule out multifield dynamics. Second, such a reduction to a one field model
(even when possible) relies on knowledge of an appropriate cosmological trajectory, which itself must first
be found by analyzing the dynamics of the multifield model.
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analyze even by numerical methods (see [28–30] for some nontrivial examples in two-field
models), though a conceptual approach to some aspects of that dynamics was recently
proposed in [31,32].

A common approach to looking for cosmological trajectories with desirable properties
is to first simplify the equations of motion by imposing various approximations (such
as slow-roll to a certain order, rapid-turn and/or other conditions). This leads to an ap-
proximate system of equations, obtained by neglecting certain terms in the original ODEs.
Then one attempts to solve the approximate system numerically or analytically. However,
there is apriori no guarantee that a solution of the approximate system is a good approx-
imant of a solution of the exact system for a sufficiently long period of time. In general,
this will be the case only if the data which parameterizes the exact system (namely the
scalar field metric and scalar potential of the model) satisfies appropriate consistency con-
ditions. Despite being of fundamental conceptual importance, such consistency conditions
have so far not been studied systematically in the literature.

In this paper, we investigate the problem of consistency conditions in two-field models
with orientable scalar manifold for several commonly used approximations. First, we
consider third order slow-roll trajectories with large but slowly varying turn rate. In this
case, we show that compatibility with the equations of motion requires that the scalar
potential satisfies a certain nonlinear second order PDE whose coefficients depend on the
scalar field metric. This gives a nontrivial and previously unknown consistency condition
that must be satisfied in the field-space regions where one can expect to find sustained
rapid-turn trajectories allowing for slow roll inflation. Therefore, inflationary solutions
of this type are not easy to find, implying that two-field models with such families of
cosmological trajectories are non-generic. In particular, this shows that the difficulty in
finding such models which was noticed in [33] is not related to supergravity, but arises on
a more basic level.

We also discuss the case of rotationally invariant scalar field-space metrics. In that
case, it is common to consider field space trajectories which are nearly circular as can-
didates for sustained rapid turn inflation. Imposing the first and second order slow roll
conditions in this context leads to a certain consistency condition for compatibility with
the equations of motion. This is again a PDE for the scalar potential with coefficients
depending on the field space metric, which does not seem to have been widely noticed in
the literature. We consider its implications for important examples in previous work.

Finally, we study in detail the consistency conditions for the approximation of [20],
which subsumes many prominent rapid turn models of inflation. We show that this
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approximation is a special case of rapid turn with slow roll, instead of being equivalent to
it. We then derive conditions for compatibility of this approximation with the equations
of motion. Once again, these constrain the scalar potential and field space metric.

Throughout the paper, we assume that the field space (a.k.a. scalar manifold) of the
two-field model is an oriented and connected paracompact surface. In our considerations,
a crucial role is played by a fixed oriented frame (called the adapted frame) of vector
fields defined on this surface which is determined by the scalar potential and field-space
metric, instead of the moving oriented Frenet frame determined by the field space trajec-
tory. The two frames are related to each other through a time-dependent rotation whose
time-dependent angle we call the characteristic angle. We conclude our investigations by
studying the time evolution of this angle. We show that, generically, this angle tends
rather fast to the value π mod 2π, which means that the tangent vector of the infla-
tionary trajectory aligns with minus the gradient of the potential. This implies that the
rapid turn regime has a natural exit in the generic case. Our results also suggest that it
is difficult to sustain this regime for a prolonged period.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 recalls some basic facts about two-
field cosmological models and introduces various parameters which will be used later
on. Section 3 discusses the consistency condition for sustained rapid turn trajectories
with third order slow roll, which results from careful analysis of the compatibility of
the corresponding approximations with the equations of motion. Section 4 discusses the
consistency condition for circular trajectories in rotationally-invariant models, as well as
some implications for previous work on such inflationary trajectories. Section 5 discusses
the approximation of [20], showing how it differs from rapid turn with second order slow
roll and extracts the relevant consistency conditions. Section 6 studies the time evolution
of the characteristic angle, while Section 7 presents our conclusions.

2 Two-field cosmological models

The action for n real scalar fields ϕI(xµ) minimally coupled to four-dimensional gravity
is:

S =

∫
d4x
√
− det g

[
R(g)

2
− 1

2
GIJ({ϕI})∂µϕI∂µϕJ − V ({ϕI})

]
, (2.1)

where we took MPl = 1. Here gµν is the spacetime metric (which we take to have “mostly
plus” signature) and R(g) is its scalar curvature. The indices µ, ν run from from 0 to
3 and GIJ is the metric on the scalar manifold (a.k.a. “scalar field space”) M, which is
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parameterized by the scalars {ϕI} with I, J = 1, ..., n. The scalar potential V is a smooth
real-valued function defined on M, which for simplicity we take to be strictly positive.
The standard cosmological Ansatze for the background metric and scalar fields are:

ds2g = −dt2 + a2(t)d~x2 , ϕI = ϕI(t) , (2.2)

where a(t) > 0 is the scale factor. As usual, the definition of the Hubble parameter is:

H(t) =
ȧ

a
, (2.3)

where the dot denotes derivation with respect to t.
With the Ansatze above, the equations of motion for the scalars reduce to:

Dtϕ̇
I + 3Hϕ̇I +GIJVJ = 0 , (2.4)

where VJ
def.
= ∂JV with ∂J

def.
= ∂ϕJ and we defined:

DtA
I def.

= ϕ̇J ∇JA
I = ȦI + ΓIJK(ϕ)ϕ̇JAK

for any vector field AI defined on the scalar manifold, where ΓIJK are the Christoffel
symbols of GIJ . The Einstein equations can be written as:

GIJ ϕ̇
Iϕ̇J = −2Ḣ , 3H2 + Ḣ = V . (2.5)

In this paper we focus on two-field models, i.e. we take n = 2. In this case, the scalar
manifold (M,G) is a (generally non-compact) Riemann surface, which we assume to be
oriented. To define various characteristics of an inflationary solution, one introduces a
frame of tangent vectors to the field space. A widely used choice is the positive Frenet
frame, which consists of the tangent vector T (t) and normal vector N(t) to the trajectory
ϕ(t) = (ϕ1(t), ϕ2(t)) ∈ M of a solution of (2.4), where the normal vector is chosen
such that (T (t), N(t)) forms a positively-oriented basis of the tangent space of the scalar
manifoldM at the point ϕ(t). Let σ be an increasing proper length parameter along the
solution curve ϕ. This parameter is determined up to a constant translation and satisfies:

σ̇ =
√
GIJ ϕ̇Iϕ̇J .

Then the vectors T and N are given by:

T I =
dϕI

dσ
=
ϕ̇I

σ̇
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and
NI = (detG)1/2εIJT

J . (2.6)

One has:
NIT

I = 0 , NIN
I = 1 , TIT

I = 1 , (2.7)

where TI = GIJT
J , N I = GIJNJ .

2.1 Characteristics of an inflationary solution

Consider the opposite relative acceleration vector:

ηI
def.
= − 1

Hσ̇
Dtϕ̇

I . (2.8)

Expanding η in the orthonormal basis (T,N) gives:

ηI = η‖T
I + η⊥N

I ,

with:
η‖ = − σ̈

Hσ̇
and η⊥ =

Ω

H
, (2.9)

where we defined the signed turn rate of the trajectory ϕ by:

Ω
def.
= −NIDtT

I . (2.10)

The quantity η‖ is called the second slow roll parameter of ϕ, while η⊥ (which is sometimes
denoted by ω) is called the first turn parameter (or signed reduced turn rate). We will
see in a moment that η‖ is the second slow roll parameter of a certain one-field model
determined by the trajectory ϕ. The second turn parameter is defined through:

ν
def.
=

η̇⊥
Hη⊥

. (2.11)

It is a measure for the rate of change per e-fold of the dimensionless turn parameter η⊥ .
Projecting the scalar field equations (2.4) along T I gives the adiabatic equation:

σ̈ + 3Hσ̇ + VT = 0 , (2.12)

where VT
def.
= T IVI . Projecting (2.4) along NI gives the entropic equation:

NIDtT
I = −VN

σ̇
, (2.13)
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where VN
def.
= N IVI . Using the definition (2.10), the entropic equation (2.13) reads:

Ω =
VN
σ̇

. (2.14)

Let Vϕ(σ)
def.
= V (ϕ(σ)). Then:

VT =
dVϕ
dσ

= V ′ϕ(σ) ,

where the prime denotes derivation with respect to σ. Hence the adiabatic equation (2.12)
reads:

σ̈ + 3Hσ̇ + V ′ϕ(σ) = 0 ,

which shows that σ obeys the equation of motion of a one-field model with scalar potential
Vϕ. Since for an expanding universe we have H > 0 , the Hubble parameter can be
expressed from (2.5) as:

H(σ, σ̇) =
1√
6

√
σ̇2 + 2V (σ) ,

which is the usual formula for a single-field model.
The adiabatic Hubble slow roll parameters of the trajectory ϕ are defined as the usual

Hubble slow roll-parameters [34] of the adiabatic one-field model defined above. The first
three of these are:

ε
def.
= − Ḣ

H2
, η‖ = − σ̈

Hσ̇
, ξ

def.
=

...
σ

H2σ̇
, (2.15)

where for ξ we use a different sign convention than [34]. Since all results of [34] apply to
the adiabatic one field models, it follows that the following relations hold on-shell:

εT = ε

(
3− η‖
3− ε

)2

η‖ = ε− ε′√
2ε

ηT =
√

2ε
η′‖

3− ε
+

3− η‖
3− ε

(ε+ η‖) ,

where the adiabatic first and second potential slow roll parameters are defined through:

εT
def.
=

1

2

(
VT
V

)2

, ηT
def.
=

V ′′ϕ
V

.
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2.2 Slow roll and rapid turn regimes

The first, second and third slow roll regimes are defined respectively by the conditions
ε � 1, |η‖| � 1 and |ξ| � 1. The second order slow roll regime is defined by the two
conditions ε � 1 and |η‖| � 1 taken together, while the third order slow roll regime is
defined by the three conditions ε� 1, |η‖| � 1 and |ξ| � 1 considered together.

The first order rapid turn regime is defined by the condition:

η2⊥ � 1 , (2.16)

while the condition |ν| � 1 defines the second order rapid turn regime. A trajectory has
sustained rapid turn if both of the conditions η2⊥ � 1 and |ν| � 1 are satisfied.

In the first slow roll regime ε� 1, the second equation in (2.5) becomes:

3H2 ≈ V . (2.17)

Together with (2.14), this gives:

η2⊥ =
Ω2

H2
≈ 3V 2

N

σ̇2V
. (2.18)

2.3 Some other useful parameters

For our purpose, it will be useful to consider two other parameters, which are related to
the familiar ones reviewed above. The first IR parameter is the ratio of the kinetic and
potential energies of the scalars:

κ
def.
=

GIJ ϕ̇
Iϕ̇J

2V
=

σ̇2

2V
. (2.19)

This parameter plays an important role in the IR approximation discussed in [31] and [32].
On solutions of the equations of motion, the first slow roll parameter can be written as:

ε =
3σ̇2

σ̇2 + 2V
.

Hence the on-shell value of the first slow roll parameter is related to the first IR parameter
through:

ε =
3κ

1 + κ
. (2.20)

This relation shows that the first slow roll condition ε � 1 is equivalent with κ � 1 ,
whereas ε = 1 corresponds to κ = 1

2
. In particular, the condition for inflation ε < 1 is

equivalent with κ < 1
2
.
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We also define the conservative parameter:

c
def.
=

Hσ̇√
GIJVIVJ

, (2.21)

which is small iff the friction term can be neglected relative to the gradient term in the
equation of motion for the scalar fields. When c � 1, the motion of ϕ is approximately
conservative in the sense that the total energy 1

2
GIJ ϕ̇

Iϕ̇J of the scalar fields is approxi-
mately conserved; in this limit, the equations of motion for the scalars reduce to:

∇tϕ
I +GIJ∂JV ≈ 0 ,

which describe the motion of a particle in the Riemannian manifold (M,G) under the
influence of the potential V . We will see below that, in the second slow roll regime
|η‖| � 1, the rapid turn condition (2.16) is equivalent with the conservative condition:

c2 � 1 .

3 The consistency condition for sustained slow roll with

rapid turn

In this section, we derive a constraint relating the scalar potential V and the field-space
metric GIJ which is necessary for existence of rapid turn solutions (η2⊥ � 1) that satisfy
the third order slow roll conditions ε� 1, |η‖| � 1 and |ξ| � 1 as well as the second order
condition |ν| � 1 for slowly-varying turn rate. The last condition is usually imposed to
ensure the longevity of the rapid-turn slow-roll regime (so that it could produce about
50-60 e-folds of inflation). The constraint we derive does not require any extraneous
assumptions about the potential, the field space metric or the shape of the field-space
trajectory.

3.1 The adapted frame

We will use a globally-defined frame (n, τ) (which we call the adapted frame) of the scalar
manifold determined by V and GIJ . Namely, we take n to be the unit vector field along
the gradient of the potential:

n
def.
=

∇V√
GIJVIVJ

, with components nK =
GKLVL√
GIJVIVJ

. (3.1)

9



The unit vector τ is orthogonal to n and chosen such that the basis (n, τ) is positively
oriented:

τI = (detG)1/2εIJn
J . (3.2)

We have τ I def.
= GIJτJ as usual. The relation between the two bases is given by:

T = cos θϕ n+ sin θϕ τ ,

N = −sin θϕ n+ cos θϕ τ , (3.3)

where θϕ ∈ (−π, π] is the characteristic angle of ϕ, which is defined as the angle of the
rotation that takes the oriented basis (n, τ) to the oriented basis (T,N) at the point of
interest on the cosmological trajectory.

3.2 Expressing η‖ and η⊥ in terms of θϕ and c

Relation (2.9) and the adiabatic equation (2.12) give:

η‖ = 3 +
Vσ
Hσ̇

= 3 +
T IGIJn

J

Hσ̇

√
GKLVKVL = 3 +

cos θϕ
c

, (3.4)

where the conservative parameter c was defined in (2.21). Notice that η‖ ≈ 3 for either
cos θϕ ≈ 0 or c� 1 . Also, the second slow roll condition |η‖| � 1 requires that c < 1 and
cos θϕ < 0 . In fact, η‖ ≈ 0 is achieved for c ≈ − cos θϕ/3 .

We next consider equation (2.9) for η⊥. Using the entropic equation (2.14) and sub-
stituting N from (3.3) gives:

η⊥ =
Ω

H
=
NIV

I

σ̇H
= −(GKLVKVL)

1
2 sin θϕ

σ̇H
= −sin θϕ

c
. (3.5)

In the second slow roll approximation we have c ≈ − cos θϕ/3 (as explained above) and
equation (3.5) gives:

η2⊥ ≈ 9 tan2 θϕ . (3.6)

Hence the rapid turn condition η2⊥ � 1 is equivalent with tan2 θϕ � 1 or, equivalently,
with cos2 θϕ � 1 . In view of (3.4), it follows that the second slow roll condition |η‖| � 1

requires c2 � 1 . Note that c itself does not need to be very small. It is enough to have
c ∼ O(10−1) , in order to ensure rapid turn and slow roll.

The discussion above shows that the slow roll and rapid turn regime, which is usually
defined by:

ε� 1 , |η‖| � 1 , η2⊥ � 1 , (3.7)
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is characterized equivalently by:

ε� 1 , |η‖| � 1 , c2 � 1 . (3.8)

We next derive the consistency condition on V and GIJ in this regime, supplemented by
the additional requirements that:

|ξ| � 1 and |ν| � 1 , (3.9)

where ξ is the third order slow roll parameter in (2.15), while ν is the relative rate of
change of η⊥ as defined in (2.11). The purpose of the second condition in (3.9) is to
ensure that the inequality (2.16) is satisfied for a prolonged period. (Note that |ν| � 1

does not follow from the slow roll conditions in (3.7).)

3.3 The condition for sustained rapid turn with third order slow

roll

The equations of motion (2.12) and (2.14) respectively imply (see [35–37]):

VTT
3H2

=
Ω2

3H2
+ ε+ η‖ −

ξ

3
,

VTN
H2

=
Ω

H

(
3− ε− 2η‖ + ν

)
. (3.10)

We will study the consequences of these relations for inflation with third order slow roll,
defined by:

ε , |η‖| , |ξ| � 1 , (3.11)

while also imposing the condition:
|ν| � 1 . (3.12)

The latter ensures a small rate of change of the large turn rate and hence longevity of the
rapid turn regime.

In the regime defined by (3.11)-(3.12), equations (3.10) imply:

VTT ≈
1

9

V 2
TN

H2
. (3.13)

Recalling that 3H2 ≈ V (see (2.17)), relation (3.13) can be written as:

VTT ≈
1

3

V 2
TN

V
. (3.14)
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To extract conditions on V and GIJ , let us rewrite (3.14) in terms of Vnn, Vnτ and Vττ .
Using (3.3), we have:

VTT = T IT J∇IVJ = Vnn cos2 θϕ + 2Vnτ sin θϕ cos θϕ + Vττ sin2 θϕ ,

VTN = T INJ∇IVJ = (Vττ − Vnn) cos θϕ sin θϕ + Vnτ
(
cos2 θϕ − sin2 θϕ

)
. (3.15)

With the approximations (3.8), one has cos θϕ ≈ −3c due to (3.4) . In that case sin θϕ ≈
s
√

1− 9c2 , where s = ±1 . Hence (3.15) becomes:

VTT ≈ 9c2Vnn − 6sc
√

1− 9c2 Vnτ + (1− 9c2)Vττ ,

VTN ≈ −3sc
√

1− 9c2 (Vττ − Vnn)− (1− 18c2)Vnτ . (3.16)

Since the different components of the Hessian of V may be of different orders in the small
parameter c , we cannot conclude from (3.16) that VTT ≈ Vττ and VTN ≈ −Vnτ . Instead,
we need two relations between Vnn, Vnτ , Vττ and c , in order to be able to solve for c and
then extract a relation, that involves only the components of the Hessian of V .

To achieve this, let us compute (3.10) in terms of c in the regime (3.8):

VTT
3H2

≈ Ω2

3H2
=

sin2 θϕ
3 c2

≈ 1

3 c2
− 3 ,

VTN
H2

≈ 3
Ω

H
= −3 sin θϕ

c
≈ −3s

c

√
1− 9c2 , (3.17)

where we used (3.5) together with sin θϕ ≈ s
√

1− 9c2 . Since 3H2 ≈ V during slow roll,
we have:

VTT ≈
V

3 c2
− 3V and VTN ≈ −

s

c

√
1− 9c2 V . (3.18)

These expressions satisfy (3.14) automatically, as should be the case. Now substitute
(3.16) in (3.18). This gives the following two relations:

V

3 c2
− 3V ≈ 9c2Vnn − 6sc

√
1− 9c2 Vnτ + (1− 9c2)Vττ ,

s

c

√
1− 9c2 V ≈ 3sc

√
1− 9c2 (Vττ − Vnn) + (1− 18c2)Vnτ . (3.19)

Our next goal is to eliminate the small parameter c without making any assumptions
about the order of any of the quantities V , Vnn, Vnτ , Vττ . We begin by solving for Vnτ
from the second equation in (3.19):

Vnτ ≈
s
√

1− 9c2

(1− 18c2)

[
V

c
− 3c (Vττ − Vnn)

]
. (3.20)
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Substituting this in the first equation of (3.19) gives:

(1− 18c2)

(
V

3 c2
− 3V

)
≈ −6V + 54c2V − 9c2Vnn + (1− 9c2)Vττ , (3.21)

where we did not drop any term containing higher powers of c ; at intermediate steps
there are terms with c4 , as well as other c2 terms, but they all cancel exactly. Since
(1− 18c2)

(
V
3 c2
− 3V

)
= V

3c2
− 3V − 6V + 54c2V relation (3.21) becomes:

V

3 c2
− 3V ≈ −9c2Vnn + (1− 9c2)Vττ .

Thus:

Vττ ≈
V
3 c2
− 3V + 9c2Vnn

1− 9c2
. (3.22)

Note that this expression for Vττ was obtained without neglecting any terms compared to
(3.19). From (3.22), we have:

Vττ ≈
V

3c2
+ 9c2Vnn +O(c4) . (3.23)

Substituting (3.22) in (3.20), we find:

Vnτ ≈
3scVnn√
1− 9c2

, (3.24)

where the terms with V canceled exactly. We stress that the result (3.24) was obtained
without neglecting any further terms, just like (3.22). Now recall that in the rapid turn
regime we have c2 � 1 . Hence in this regime equations (3.22) and (3.24) imply:

Vττ ≈
V

3c2
and Vnτ ≈ 3scVnn . (3.25)

The second relation gives:

c ≈ s

3

Vnτ
Vnn

. (3.26)

Substituting this into the first relation of (3.25) gives:

3V V 2
nn ≈ V 2

nτVττ . (3.27)

Since V > 0 , the last relation implies, in particular, that we have:

Vττ > 0 . (3.28)

In view of (3.23), the Hessian of V takes the following form to order c2 :[
Vττ Vnτ

Vnτ Vnn

]
≈

[
9c2Vnn + V

3c2
3scVnn

3scVnn Vnn

]
.
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The eigenvalues of the characteristic polynomial of this matrix are:

λ1 ≈ Vnn and λ2 ≈
V

3 c2
,

where we used c2 � 1 . Hence the Hessian of the potential has non-negative eigenvalues
when:5

Vnn ≥ 0 .

In view of (3.25), the second eigenvalue is given by λ2 ≈ Vττ . This is consistent with the
fact that (3.26) implies (to leading order in the slow roll and rapid turn regime) that the
Hessian of V is diagonal in the basis (n, τ) .

From (3.27) we have:

Vττ ≈ 3V
V 2
nn

V 2
nτ

. (3.29)

Let us compare this with the expression for Vττ in (3.23). Substituting (3.26) in (3.23)
gives:

Vττ ≈
V

3 c2
+ 9c2Vnn ≈ 3V

V 2
nn

V 2
nτ

+
V 2
nτ

Vnn
. (3.30)

Using (3.29) and (3.30) we conclude that:

VττVnn � V 2
nτ . (3.31)

Notice that the consistency condition (3.27) depends not only on V but also on the field-
space metric GIJ , as is clear from the definitions of the basis vectors n and τ .

Finally, let us discuss the special case when Vnτ = 0 . In this case, we must reconsider
(3.19), since (3.26) gives c ≈ 0 . So let us take Vnτ = 0 in (3.19):

V

3 c2
− 3V ≈ 9c2Vnn + (1− 9c2)Vττ ,

s

c

√
1− 9c2 V ≈ 3sc

√
1− 9c2 (Vττ − Vnn) . (3.32)

The second relation gives:

Vττ ≈
V

3c2
+ Vnn .

Substituting this into the first equation in (3.32) we obtain:

Vnn ≈ 0 , (3.33)
5The condition for non-tachyonic eigenvalues of the Hessian of V was studied, for instance, in [33] in

the context of supergravity. Note, however, that for rapid-turning models the conditions for stability of
the trajectory are more subtle, and not necessarily incompatible with tachyonic eigenvalues; see [38].
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where we did not neglect any terms; everything except Vnn canceled exactly. Thus, the
consistency condition (3.27) is satisfied again, although relation (3.31) is not valid any-
more.

To recapitulate the considerations of this Section: We have shown that (3.27) is a
necessary condition for the existence of a prolonged inflationary period in the slow-roll
and rapid-turn regime defined by (3.7) and (3.9). Note that, since Vnn = nInJ∇IVJ and
similarly for Vnτ and Vττ , equation (3.27) is a rather complicated PDE, whose coefficients
depend on the scalar field-space metric GIJ . Hence, solving it systematically, for instance
in order to determine the potential for a given metric (or vice versa), is a very complicated
problem. We certainly hope to report on progress in that regard, for some classes of scalar
field metrics, in the future.

4 The case of rotationally invariant metrics

In the literature on cosmological inflation the field-space metricGIJ is often assumed to
be rotationally invariant. Partly, this is motivated by the desire for simplification. It is also
the case that many inflationary models which arise from string theory compactifications
have a scalar field metric of this type. In view of this, we will now specialize the consistency
conditions derived in the previous Section to the case of rotationally invariant metrics.

For such metrics, the consistency condition extracted in the previous section can be
made explicit upon using local semigeodesic coordinates on the scalar manifold (M,G),
in which the metric has the form:

ds2G = dr2 + h2(r)dθ2 (4.1)

with h(r) > 0 . In such coordinates, the non-vanishing Christoffel symbols are:

Γrθθ = −hh′ , Γθrθ =
h′

h
, (4.2)

where the prime denotes derivation with respect to r. Let us compute the components of
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the Hessian, which enter the condition (3.27). Using (3.1), (3.2) and (4.1), we obtain:

Vnn = nInJ∇I∇JV

=
1

(h2V 2
r + V 2

θ )

[
h2V 2

r Vrr + 2VrVθVrθ −
h′

h
VrV

2
θ +

1

h2
V 2
θ Vθθ

]
, (4.3)

Vnτ = nIτJ∇I∇JV

=
h

(h2V 2
r + V 2

θ )

[
VrVθ

(
Vrr −

1

h2
Vθθ

)
+

(
1

h2
V 2
θ − V 2

r

)
Vrθ −

h′

h3
V 3
θ

]
, (4.4)

Vττ = τ IτJ∇I∇JV

=
h4

(h2V 2
r + V 2

θ )

[
V 2
θ Vrr − 2VrVθ

(
Vrθ −

h′

h
Vθ

)
+ V 2

r (Vθθ + hh′Vr)

]
. (4.5)

The result from substituting (4.3)-(4.5) in (3.27) is too messy to be illuminating without
further specialization. However, the very existence of this highly nontrivial relation implies
that it is not easy to achieve a long lasting period of rapid turn with slow roll. In other
words, one can expect that obtaining at least 50-60 e-folds of slow-roll rapid-turn inflation
is possible only for special choices of scalar potentials and field-space metrics.

Expressions (4.3)-(4.5) simplify enormously for θ-independent scalar potentials V . In
that case, one finds:

Vnn = Vrr , Vnτ = 0 , Vττ = h3h′Vr .

If we assume that Vrr 6= 0 then the consistency condition (3.27) cannot be satisfied
anywhere in field space, regardless of the specifics of the model. This agrees with the
conclusion, reached in (3.33) for the case with Vnτ = 0 , that Vnn has to vanish in that
case for consistency.

The discussion in this section shows in particular that sustained rapid turn with third
order slow roll cannot be realized in models with a rotationally invariant scalar potential,
regardless of the form of the field-space trajectory.6

4.1 Slow roll consistency condition for circular trajectories

An Ansatz that is often used in the literature to look for sustained slow-roll and rapid-
turn solutions which might lead to the phenomenologically desirable 50-60 or so e-folds of

6Note that in the solutions of [14] (which arise from a potential of the form V = V (r)) one has
ηDE‖ ∼ O(1) . Of course, there are no observational constraints on the parameter η‖ for dark energy.
Also, as discussed in [14], the mass of the corresponding entropic perturbation is always positive in those
solutions, so there is no tachyonic instability at the perturbative level. However, they do not provide
counterexamples to the conclusion of this section that long-term slow-roll rapid-turn inflation cannot
occur with a rotationally invariant potential.
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inflation consists of taking Vθ 6= 0 and considering near-circular field-space trajectories.
Thus one assumes r ≈ const , which more precisely means that one approximates ṙ ≈ 0

and r̈ ≈ 0 . This approximation was used for example in [33] as well as in many other
references on rapid turn inflation.

However, there is a consistency condition for compatibility of this approximation with
the equations of motion. To see this, let us first specialize the form of the field equations
to the case of a rotationally invariant field space metric. For GIJ given by (4.1), the
equations for the scalar fields (2.4) become:

r̈ − hh′θ̇2 + 3Hṙ + Vr = 0 , (4.6)

θ̈ + 2
h′

h
ṙθ̇ + 3Hθ̇ +

1

h2
Vθ = 0 . (4.7)

We next approximate ṙ ≈ 0 and r̈ ≈ 0 . In this case, the second slow roll parameter
takes the form:

η‖ = − ṙr̈ + hh′ṙθ̇2 + h2θ̇θ̈

H(ṙ2 + h2θ̇2)
≈ − θ̈

Hθ̇
. (4.8)

Imposing the slow roll conditions ε � 1 and |η‖| � 1 within the approximations ṙ ≈ 0

and r̈ ≈ 0 for a sustained near-circular trajectory, we find that (4.6)-(4.7) reduce to:7

−hh′θ̇2 + Vr ≈ 0 (4.9)

3Hθ̇ +
Vθ
h2
≈ 0 . (4.10)

From the second equation in (2.5) we also have:

3H2 ≈ V , (4.11)

because ε � 1 in the slow roll regime. Notice that (4.10) does not admit solutions with
θ̇ 6= 0 for rotationally invariant potentials. Equation (4.9) gives:

θ̇2 ≈ Vr
hh′

, (4.12)

whereas (4.10) implies:

H ≈ − Vθ

3h2θ̇
. (4.13)

Substituting (4.13) in (4.11) gives:

V 2
θ

3h4θ̇2
≈ V . (4.14)

7Note that, without the assumption r ≈ const, the second slow roll condition |η‖| � 1 does not amount
to neglecting θ̈ in the equations of motion, as is clear from (4.8).
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Finally, substituting (4.12) in (4.14), we find (in agreement with [39]):

h′

3h3
V 2
θ

Vr
≈ V . (4.15)

This relation need not be satisfied everywhere in field space. But it has to be (approxi-
mately) satisfied along a slowly rolling inflationary solution of the background equations
of motion with a near circular field space trajectory.

To illustrate the usefulness of the consistency condition (4.15), let us apply it to an
example that was considered in [33] when looking for rapid turn solutions in the slow roll
regime. To do that, we first note that the field-space metric of [33] has the form:

ds2 = h2(ρ)
(
dρ2 + dθ2

)
. (4.16)

This is related to (4.1) via the field redefinition:

dr

dρ
= h .

Relation (4.15) has the same form in terms of the variable ρ, namely:

hρ
3h3

V 2
θ

Vρ
= V , (4.17)

where hρ
def.
= ∂ρh and Vρ

def.
= ∂ρV .

Now we turn to investigating whether (4.17) can be satisfied in the no-scale inspired
rapid-turn model considered in [33]. In that case, the functions h and V are:

hns =
3α

2ρ2
, Vns =

p21θ
2 + (p0 + p1ρ)2

8αρ3α
, (4.18)

where α, p0, p1 = const . Rapid turn is achieved by taking the parameter α to be small.
In that limit, the leading term in the potential is:

Vns = p21θ
2 + (p0 + p1ρ)2 . (4.19)

On the other hand, the leading term in the expression on the left-hand side of (4.17) is:

hρ
3h3

V 2
θ

Vρ

∣∣∣∣
ns

= −16

27

p31ρ
3

(p0 + p1ρ)

θ2

α2
. (4.20)

Now recall that ρ ≈ const in the present context. Therefore, for finite θ and small α,
the expression (4.20) diverges while (4.19) does not. Hence the two expressions could
be (almost) equal numerically only for θ � 1 and such that θ ∼ O(α) . However, these
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conditions are not compatible with the slow roll conditions, which for ρ̇ ≈ 0 are equivalent
with demanding that εT � 1 and ηT � 1 (see [33]).

To show this, let us consider in more detail the slow roll parameters εT and ηT , which
are given by:

εT ≈
1

2h2

(
Vθ
V

)2

and ηT ≈
1

h2
Vθθ
V

(4.21)

in the approximation ρ ≈ const (see [33]). For the functions in (4.18), we find:

εT |ns ≈
8

9

p41ρ
4

[p21θ
2 + (p0 + p1ρ)2]

2

θ2

α2
(4.22)

and:
ηT |ns ≈

8

9

p21ρ
4

[p21θ
2 + (p0 + p1ρ)2]

1

α2
, (4.23)

where we did not neglect any subleading terms in small α. These equalities are approxi-
mate only due to the approximations in (4.21). Since p0, p1 and ρ are finite constants, the
slow roll condition εT � 1 can only be satisfied if θ � α . However, this contradicts the
condition θ ∼ O(α) found above. Conversely, requiring εT � 1 necessarily violates the
consistency condition (4.17), which encodes compatibility with the equations of motion.
Therefore, the above method of achieving slow roll and rapid turn is incompatible with
the equations of motion. We suspect that the putative inflationary trajectories found in
loc. cit solve only the scalar field equations, but not the Einstein equations. The situation
is even worse for the slow roll condition ηT � 1 , since for small α (i.e. for rapid turn) the
expression in (4.23) diverges regardless of any comparison between the magnitudes of α
and θ. In other words, slow roll and rapid turn are incompatible with each other in this
context.

In the example of the EGNO model considered in [33], the situation is conceptually the
same as in the no-scale inspired model discussed above, although the relevant expressions
are more cumbersome.

The lesson from this section is that it is not reliable to look for rapid turn solutions
by tuning parameters in known slow-roll slow-turn solutions. The conceptual reason is
that the latter are approximate solutions of the equations of motion only in some parts
of their parameters spaces, and not for arbitrary parameter values (because they satisfy
the equations of motion up to error terms whose magnitude depends on the parameters).
As a consequence, arbitrary variations of the parameters in such solutions can violate the
approximations within which they solve (approximately) the equations of motion.8

8For further illustration of the usefulness of the consistency conditions studied here (and, in particular,
of the constructive role they can play in model building), see the discussion in Appendix B.
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5 A unifying approximation for rapid turn models

A number of prominent rapid turn models of inflation (including [15–19]) can be
viewed as special cases of the unifying framework proposed in [20]. The latter uses the
adapted frame and does not rely on specific choices of potential V and metric GIJ . It
thus appears to provide a wide class of realizations of rapid turn inflation. It turns out
that the considerations of [20] rely on an approximation that is less general than slow
roll, as will become evident below. We will also show that imposing this approximation
leads to rather nontrivial consistency conditions for compatibility with the equations of
motion.

5.1 Equations of motion in adapted frame

Let us begin by rewriting the equations of motion (2.4) in the basis (n, τ) . For this, we
first expand ϕ̇I = σ̇T I as:

ϕ̇I = vnn
I + vττ

I , (5.1)

where (see (3.3)):

vn
def.
= nIϕ̇

I = σ̇ cos θϕ and vτ
def.
= τIϕ̇

I = σ̇ sin θϕ . (5.2)

Therefore:
Dtϕ̇

I def.
= ϕ̇J∇J ϕ̇

I = vn∇nϕ̇
I + vτ∇τ ϕ̇

I . (5.3)

To compute the right hand side, note that (see Appendix A):

∇nn = µτ , ∇nτ = −µn ,

∇ττ = λn , ∇τn = −λτ , (5.4)

where:
λ = − Vττ√

GIJVIVJ
, µ =

Vnτ√
GIJVIVJ

. (5.5)

Substituting (5.1) and (5.4) in (5.3) gives:

Dtϕ̇
I =

(
v̇n − λv2τ − µvnvτ

)
nI +

(
v̇τ + µv2n + λvnvτ

)
τ I , (5.6)

where we used the relation ϕ̇I∇Ivn = ϕ̇I∂Ivn = v̇n . Also notice that (3.1) implies:

GIJVJ =
√
GKLVKVL nI . (5.7)
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Using (5.1), (5.6) and (5.7) we find that the projections of (2.4) along n and τ give the
following equations respectively:

v̇n − λv2τ − µvnvτ + 3Hvn +
√
VIV I = 0 ,

v̇τ + µv2n + λvnvτ + 3Hvτ = 0 . (5.8)

Now let us consider the approximation within which these equations of motion were
studied in [20].

5.2 Adapted frame parameters

To discuss the approximation of [20,21], we introduce the following parameters:

fn
def.
= − v̇n

Hvn
, fτ

def.
= − v̇τ

Hvτ
. (5.9)

These quantities are adapted frame analogues of the slow roll parameter η‖ . However,
they do not play the same role. To see this, let us write η‖ in terms of fn and fτ . For
this, notice first that:

σ̇2 = GIJ ϕ̇
Iϕ̇J = v2n + v2τ , (5.10)

where we used (5.1). Using the first relation in (2.9) together with (5.2) and (5.10), we
find:

η‖ = cos2 θϕ fn + sin2 θϕ fτ . (5.11)

The approximation regime in [20] is obtained by imposing the conditions:

|fn| � 1 , |fτ | � 1 , (5.12)

or more precisely v̇n,τ ∼ O(ε)Hvn,τ .9 However, relation (5.11) shows that, although the
inequalities (5.12) imply the second slow roll condition |η‖| � 1 , the latter does not imply
(5.12). Hence the considerations of [20] encompass only a particular subset of trajectories
which satisfy the second slow roll condition. Indeed, a more general possibility is the
following. Since rapid turn requires cos2 θϕ � 1 (as discussed below relation (3.6)), one
could satisfy the slow roll condition |η‖| � 1 by having |fn| ∼ O(1) and |fτ | � 1 . It

9Note that this assumption is written in [20] as ϕ̈n,τ ∼ O(ε)Hϕ̇n,τ , where the components ϕ̇n,τ are
defined via ϕ̇I = ϕ̇nn

I+ϕ̇ττ
I and the quantity ϕ̈n,τ is the time-derivative of ϕ̇n,τ . However, this notation

is misleading as ϕ̇n,τ itself is not a time derivative (but a projection of ϕ̇I), and consequently ϕ̈n,τ is
not a second time derivative either. To avoid any resulting confusion, we are intentionally using different
notation compared to [20].
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would be very interesting to investigate in more detail this new regime. In particular, its
existence seems to suggest that, counter-intuitively, one can have slow roll while moving
relatively fast along the gradient of the potential.

Let us now compute the quantities fn and fτ on solutions of the equations of motion.
Substituting v̇n and v̇τ from (5.8) in (5.9) gives:

fn = 3 +

√
VIV I − λv2τ − µvnvτ

Hvn
,

fτ = 3 +
µv2n + λvnvτ

Hvτ
.

Using (2.21), (5.2) and (5.5), the last expressions become:

fn = 3 +
1

c cos θϕ
− c

H2
tan θϕ(−Vττ sin θϕ + Vnτ cos θϕ) ,

fτ = 3 +
c

H2 tan θϕ
(−Vττ sin θϕ + Vnτ cos θϕ) . (5.13)

Notice that (3.4) and (3.5) can be written respectively as:

cos θϕ = c(η‖ − 3) , sin θθ = −cη⊥ , (5.14)

which imply:

c2 =
1

η2⊥ + (η‖ − 3)2
. (5.15)

Using (5.14)-(5.15) in (5.13), we find:

fn = η‖ +
η2⊥

η‖ − 3
+

η⊥
[
Vττη⊥ + Vnτ (η‖ − 3)

]
H2 (η‖ − 3)

[
η2⊥ + (η‖ − 3)2

] ,

fτ = 3−
(η‖ − 3)

[
Vττη⊥ + Vnτ (η‖ − 3)

]
H2 η⊥

[
η2⊥ + (η‖ − 3)2

] .

Imposing the first and second slow roll conditions, these expressions simplify to:

fn ≈ −η
2
⊥
3
− η⊥ (Vττη⊥ − 3Vnτ )

V (η2⊥ + 9)
,

fτ ≈ 3 +
9 (Vττη⊥ − 3Vnτ )

V η⊥ (η2⊥ + 9)
. (5.16)

Notice that relations (5.16) imply:

fτ ≈ −
9

η2⊥
fn . (5.17)

This is in line with our observation above that one can have slow roll and rapid turn with
|fn| ∼ O(1) and |fτ | � 1 .
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5.3 Consistency conditions

We next derive consistency conditions for the approximation given by (5.12). In view of
(5.17), that approximation holds when |fn| � 1 . In this case, (5.16) implies:

V η⊥(η2⊥ + 9) ≈ 3(3Vnτ − Vττη⊥) . (5.18)

We will show below that combining this approximate equality with the slow roll condition
ε� 1 leads to a constraint on the potential.

Recall from (2.20) that ε � 1 is equivalent with κ � 1 . Using (2.21) and (5.15), we
compute:

σ̇2 =
VIV

I

H2
[
η2⊥ + (η‖ − 3)2

] .

Substituting this in (2.19), we find that the first slow roll condition κ� 1 takes the form:

VIV
I

H2
[
η2⊥ + (η‖ − 3)2

]
2V
� 1 .

In the slow roll regime this reduces to:

η2⊥ + 9� 3

2

VIV
I

V 2
. (5.19)

Requiring compatibility between (5.19) and (5.18) imposes a constraint on the potential.
Namely, there must be at least one solution of the depressed cubic equation (5.18) for η⊥
which satisfies the inequality (5.19).

Let us discuss the resulting constraint in more detail. For convenience, we rewrite
(5.18) as:

η3⊥ + pη⊥ + q ≈ 0 , (5.20)

where:
p

def.
= 9 + 3

Vττ
V

, q
def.
= −9

Vnτ
V

.

The discriminant of this equation is:

∆ = −4p3 − 27q2 .

If ∆ ≥ 0 , then (5.20) has three real roots. To ensure that at least one of them satisfies
(5.19), it is enough to require the largest root to satisfy it. According to Viete’s formula,
the three roots of the depressed cubic can be written as:

η⊥ = A cos

(
1

3
arccosB +

2π

3
k

)
, k = 0, 1, 2 ,
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where A def.
=
√

4|p|
3

and B
def.
=
√

27q2

4|p|3 . Clearly, the largest root belongs to the interval

[A
2
, A] . Hence requiring that it satisfy (5.19) amounts to the condition 9 + A2

4
� 3

2
VIV

I

V 2 ,
namely:

12 +
Vττ
V
� 3

2

VIV
I

V 2
. (5.21)

If ∆ < 0 , then (5.20) has a single real root, which is given by Cardano’s formula:

η⊥∗ =
3

√
−q

2
+

√
q2

4
+
p3

27
+

3

√
−q

2
−
√
q2

4
+
p3

27
.

Hence (5.19) becomes:

η2⊥∗ + 9� 3

2

VIV
I

V 2
. (5.22)

Formulas (5.21) and (5.22) are complicated relations between V and GIJ . For any
given field-space metric GIJ , this means that there is a highly nontrivial constraint on the
potential which limits significantly the choices of V that are compatible with solutions of
the equations of motion in the slow roll and rapid turn regime.

6 The characteristic angle

In this section we investigate the behavior of the characteristic angle θϕ , which relates
the oriented frames (T,N) and (n, τ) according to equation (3.3). For that purpose, we
will rewrite the adapted-frame equations of motion (5.8) in a manner that leads to an
equation determining θϕ(t) . Although that equation cannot be solved exactly without
specifying the form of V and GIJ , it nevertheless leads to a valuable universal insight
about the duration of the rapid turn regime.

To obtain an equation for θϕ(t) , let us substitute (5.2) in the second equation of (5.8).
The result is:

θ̇ϕ cos θϕ + (3− η‖)H sin θϕ + σ̇(µ cos2 θϕ + λ sin θϕ cos θϕ) = 0 , (6.1)

where we used that σ̈ = −Hσ̇η‖ in accordance with (2.9). It is convenient to rewrite
(6.1) as:

θ̇ϕ + (3− η‖)H tan θϕ + σ̇(µ cos θϕ + λ sin θϕ) = 0 . (6.2)

Similarly, the first equation in (5.8) takes the form:

θ̇ϕ − (3− η‖)H cot θϕ + σ̇(µ cos θϕ + λ sin θϕ)− H

c sin θϕ
= 0 , (6.3)
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where we used the relation
√
VIV I = σ̇H

c
, in accordance with (2.21). In the slow roll

regime one has |η‖| � 1 and c ≈− cos θϕ/3 . Hence in the slow roll approximation
equation (6.3) coincides with (6.2). In general, the difference between equations (6.3) and
(6.2) is precisely the on-shell relation (3.4) between η‖, θϕ and c .

Let us now study in more detail equation (6.2) in the slow roll approximation. Using
(2.21) and c ≈ − cos θϕ/3 , we have:

σ̇ ≈ −cos θϕ
3

√
VIV I

H
.

Substituting this together with (2.17) and (5.5) in (6.2), we find that during slow roll one
has:

θ̇ϕ +
√

3V tan θϕ −
1√
3V

(
Vnτ cos2 θϕ − Vττ cos θϕ sin θϕ

)
≈ 0 . (6.4)

Recall that rapid turn requires cos2 θϕ � 1 , although cos θϕ itself need not be very small.
So assuming that Vnτ is of order Vττ or smaller, which is reasonable in view of (3.31), we
can simplify (6.4) to:

θ̇ϕ +
√

3V tan θϕ +
1√
3V

Vττ cos θϕ sin θϕ ≈ 0 . (6.5)

When the Vττ term is negligible, the last equation can be written in the nice form:

θ̇ϕ ≈ ±
H

c
, (6.6)

where we used the fact that cos θϕ ≈ −3c and sin θθ ≈ ±1 during slow roll; of course,
one should keep in mind that the parameter c defined in (2.21) is not a constant along
the field-space trajectory of an inflationary solution.

Now let us consider one by one the cases when the Vττ term in (6.5) is negligible and
when it is not. In the first case, we have:

θ̇ϕ +
√

3V tan θϕ ≈ 0 . (6.7)

To gain insight in the behavior of θϕ(t), let us assume that, at least initially, the infla-
tionary trajectory is close to a level set of the potential10, in other words that V ≈ const

along (an initial part of) the trajectory. Then the solution of (6.7) is given by:

sin θϕ ≈ ± C̃ e−
√
3V t , (6.8)

where C̃ = const > 0 . This means that | sin θϕ| tends to zero with t , with a characteristic
timescale determined by T = 1√

3V
. This is of course a rather crude estimate, which relies

10In view of (3.3), this is equivalent with |θϕ(0)| ≈ π
2 .
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Figure 1: Approximate time evolution of θϕ and c in the second order slow roll regime, where

we assume that θϕ(0) = π
2 , i.e. c(0) = 0. The slow roll curve exits the rapid turn regime after

the characteristic time T ' 1√
3V

and enters the infrared regime of [31,32], which is characterized

by θϕ ≈ π and c ≈ 3.

on neglecting the Vττ term and on the assumption V ≈ const . Nevertheless, relation (6.8)
gives useful intuition. Note that, if the initial part of the trajectory were not along a level
set of the potential, then | sin θϕ| would decay even faster.

Now let us make an improved estimate by taking into account the Vττ term as well.
In that case and assuming V, Vττ ≈ const for simplicity, (6.5) has the following solution:

cos θϕ ≈ ±

√
Ĉe2 (A+B) t + A

Ĉe2 (A+B) t −B
, (6.9)

where Ĉ = const > 0 and we defined:

A =
√

3V , B =
Vττ√
3V

. (6.10)

Again this is not an exact result, since we obtained it by assuming that A and B are
constant. But it gives important insights. Namely, the characteristic time is T = 1

A+B
=

√
3V

3V+Vττ
. Clearly, we can vary T by varying V and Vττ . In any case, though, we have

cos θϕ → ±1 as t increases, i.e. we again have | sin θϕ| → 0 for large enough t . If
θϕ(0) = π

2
, then θ̇ϕ > 0 in accordance with (6.6). And if θϕ(0) = −π

2
, then θ̇ϕ < 0 .

Thus in both cases θϕ(t) tends to π mod 2π with time, which means that the field-space
trajectory tends to align with minus the gradient of the potential (see Figure 1). This
suggests that the rapid turn phase is only transient, although its duration depends on the
particulars of the potential and the field-space metric.
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Since during slow roll we have H ≈
√
V/3 , it follows that the number of e-folds

produced during the characteristic time (in the above crude approximation with V, Vττ ≈
const) is given by:

N =

∫ T

0

H dt ≈ V

3V + Vττ
.

1

3
, (6.11)

where the last inequality follows from (3.28). This suggests that generically the rapid turn
phase is rather short-lived, likely contained within one or only a few e-folds. Obtaining
a sustained rapid turn period (capable of lasting 50 - 60 or so e-folds) would require a
rather special choice of potential.

Finally, let us comment on the quantities fn and fτ , defined in (5.9). To estimate
them in the crude approximation of (6.7), let us first compute the following ratios:

v̇n
vn

= −η‖H − θ̇ϕ tan θϕ ≈ H
(
3 tan2 θϕ − η‖

)
≈ H

3
η2⊥ ,

v̇τ
vτ

= −η‖H − θ̇ϕ cot θϕ ≈ −H
(
3 + η‖

)
≈ −3H , (6.12)

where we used successively (5.2), (2.9) and (6.7), as well as the slow roll approximation.
Substituting (6.12) in (5.9) gives:

fn ≈ −
η2⊥
3

, fτ ≈ 3 . (6.13)

This is a rather crude estimate, relying on the leading behavior of the characteristic angle
θϕ(t) for V, Vττ ≈ const . However, it suggests that satisfying the approximations (5.12)
would require a rather special choice of scalar potential.

7 Conclusions

We studied consistency conditions for certain approximations commonly used to search
for rapid-turn and slow-roll inflationary trajectories in two-field cosmological models with
orientable scalar field space. Such consistency conditions arise from requiring compat-
ibility between the equations of motion and the various relevant approximations. We
showed that long-lasting rapid turn trajectories with third order slow roll can arise only
in regions of field space, where the scalar potential satisfies (3.27). The latter is a non-
linear second order PDE (with coefficients depending on the field space metric), whose
derivation follows solely from the field equations together with approximations (3.7) and
(3.9). We also studied the relation between the scalar potential and scalar field metric,
which is necessary for the existence of slow-roll circular trajectories in two-field models
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with rotationally invariant scalar field metric. The relevant condition, given by (4.15),
is solely a consequence of imposing the slow roll approximations ε � 1 and |η‖| � 1 on
solutions of the equations of motion under the assumptions of a field-space metric of the
form (4.1) and of near-circular trajectories (i.e. trajectories with r ≈ const). Finally,
we showed that the approximation proposed in [20] (which is a rather special case of the
slow-roll and rapid-turn approximation) is compatible with the equations of motion only
when the scalar metric and potential satisfy a rather nontrivial consistency condition,
namely (5.21) for ∆ ≥ 0 and (5.22) for ∆ < 0 , where ∆ is the discriminant of (5.20). The
only approximations we used to derive the last conditions are (5.12) and ε� 1 .

In principle, the various consistency conditions we have obtained could be (approx-
imately) satisfied numerically for a brief period by appropriate choices of integration
constants. But they can only be maintained for a prolonged duration, if they are satisfied
functionally. Hence, given how complicated these relations are, they constrain dramati-
cally the form of the scalar potential for a given field space metric, and vice versa. In other
words, our consistency conditions constrain severely the classes of two-field models, for
which one can hope to find long-lasting rapid-turn and slow-roll inflationary trajectories.
In that sense, our results show that two-field cosmological models, which allow for such
trajectories, are non-generic11 (or ‘rare’, in the language of [33]) in the class of all two-field
models. In particular, this shows that the difficulty in finding such models – which was
previously noticed in [33] – is already present in the absence of supersymmetry and hence
is unrelated to supergravity.

We also studied the time evolution of the characteristic angle of cosmological trajec-
tories in general two-field models. We argued that (in a crude approximation) a slow roll
cosmological trajectory with rapid turn tends to align within a short time with the oppo-
site of a gradient flow line of the model. Thus, generically, the solution tends to enter the
gradient flow regime of the model before producing a sufficient number of e-folds. This
confirms our conclusion that phenomenologically viable inflationary slow roll trajectories

11The intuitive notion of “non-generic” (equivalently, non-typical), actually, can be given a mathemat-
ically precise definition. In topology and algebraic geometry, a property is called generic if it is true on a
dense open set. Further, in function space (the set of functions between two sets), a property is generic
in Cn, if it is true for a set containing a residual subset in the Cn topology. In our context, one can view
the consistency conditions as maps between the set of all smooth potentials {V } and the set of all smooth
scalar field metrics {GIJ} . Then the statement, that the models under consideration are “non-generic”,
means that the set of pairs {(V,GIJ)} , which satisfy our consistency conditions, has empty interior in
the space of all pairs {(V,GIJ)} endowed with (Whitney’s) C∞ topology.
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with long-lasting rapid turn are highly non-generic in two-field cosmological models.12

The above conclusion may be a ‘blessing in disguise’, since finding such rare trajectories
could be more predictive (than if they were generic) and might lead to some deep insights
about the embedding of these effective multifield models into an underlying fundamental
framework. We hope to investigate in the future what properties of the scalar potential
are implied by the consistency conditions found here, as well as to look for ways of solving
those conditions even if only for very special choices of scalar metric. In view of [40], it is
also worth exploring the consequences of transient violations of slow roll in our context.
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A Derivatives of the adapted frame

Since n is normalized, we have ∇n(nKn
K) = 0 . Hence ∇nn = nI∇In does not have a

component along the vector n . To compute its component along the vector τ , let us
contract it with τ :

τJn
I∇In

J = τJn
IG

JK∇IVK√
VLV L

+ τJn
IGJKVK∇I

(
1√
VLV L

)
, (A.1)

where we used (3.1) inside ∇In
J . Substituting (3.2) in the second term of (A.1) gives:

τJ∇nn
J =

τKnI∇IVK√
VLV L

+
√

detGεJM nMnIV J∇I

(
1√
VLV L

)
=

Vnτ√
VLV L

, (A.2)

where in the second equality we used the relation εJM nMV J = εJMV
MV J/

√
VLV L = 0,

which follows from (3.1). In conclusion, we have

∇nn =
Vnτ√
VIV I

τ . (A.3)

One can prove the remaining three relations in (5.4) in a similar manner.
12Again, by highly non-generic we mean that they exist only when the scalar potential has a very

special form, determined by the relevant consistency condition, for any given scalar field metric.
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B Example: Quasi-single field inflation

The goal of this appendix is to demonstrate in a simple example how our consistency
conditions can help identify the parts of field space (and/or parameter space) in which a
desired type of inflationary solutions can exist and how to determine suitable forms of the
scalar potential. We will not delve into the phenomenology of any particular solution, as
this would take us too far afield from the subject of this paper. However, by studying the
relevant consistency condition for a type of inflationary trajectories, we will show that one
can derive constraints on the scalar field space of the model and/or find scalar potentials,
which can support the desired inflationary regime.

For this purpose, we consider the class of models of quasi-single field inflation studied
in [41]. The field space metric and scalar potential of these models are given respectively
by:

ds2G = dr2 + f(r)dθ2 (B.1)

and

V (r, θ) = 3

(
W 2(θ)− 2W 2

θ (θ)

3f(r)

)[
1 +

λ

2
(r − r0)2 +

α

6
(r − r0)3 + ...

]2
, (B.2)

where f(r) and W (θ) are arbitrary positive functions and α, λ, r0 = const .13 In this
context, one can realize orbital inflation with field-space trajectories satisfying:

r = r0 , (B.3)

and thus having ṙ = 0 identically; for more details, see [41] and references therein. This
allows us to apply the consistency condition of Subsection 4.1, which is valid for slow-
rolling (near-)circular inflationary trajectories.

• Slow-rolling circular trajectories:

To apply the consistency condition (4.15) to the above class of models, note first that
comparing (B.1) and (4.1) implies the identification h2(r) = f(r) . Hence, in terms of f ,
(4.15) becomes:

1

6

fr
f 2

V 2
θ

Vr
≈ V . (B.4)

13Of course, the sign of W does not matter in (B.2). But it will be important in relation to the Hubble
parameter, as will become clear below.
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Let us now evaluate the two sides of this relation on trajectories satisfying (B.3) in the
above model. Substituting (B.2) in (B.4), we find for the left-hand side:

1

6

fr
f 2

V 2
θ

Vr

∣∣∣∣
r=r0

= 3

(
W − 2

3

Wθθ

f(r0)

)2

, (B.5)

while the right-hand side gives:

V |r=r0 = 3

(
W 2 − 2

3

W 2
θ

f(r0)

)
. (B.6)

To study numerically certain phenomenological predictions of this kind of model, ref.
[41] considered the specific choice of functions:

W (θ) = C0θ and f(r) = r2 , (B.7)

where C0 = const . Using these in (B.5) and (B.6), we obtain:

1

6

fr
f 2

V 2
θ

Vr

∣∣∣∣
r=r0

= 3C2
0θ

2 (B.8)

and
V |r=r0 = 3C2

0θ
2 − 2

C2
0

r20
. (B.9)

Clearly, the last two expressions are never equal. But they can be sufficiently numerically
close to each other if the extra term in (B.9) is small enough, namely if:

θ2 � 2

3r20
. (B.10)

Whether this condition can be satisfied or not (and for how long) depends on the initial
conditions of the trajectory under consideration. In any case, satisfying (B.10) requires a
certain level of fine-tuning of the inflationary model.14

Alternatively, instead of using the ad hoc choice (B.7), we can solve the consistency
condition (B.4) functionally. This will enable us to find suitable pairs of functions W and
f which are compatible with solutions of the equations of motion in the slow roll regime.
In view of (B.5) and (B.6), on the trajectories of interest relation (B.4) has the form:(

W (θ)− 2

3

Wθθ

f(r0)

)2

= W 2(θ)− 2

3

W 2
θ

f(r0)
. (B.11)

14Note that we did not use any information about the background solution for θ in deriving (B.10). In
the case of approximate solutions of the background equations of motion, the constraint arising from the
consistency condition would represent a new approximation, in addition to slow roll. On the other hand,
for exact solutions, as those considered in [41], satisfying the constraint (B.10) ensures slow roll, as we
will show below.
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We now view (B.11) as an ODE for W (θ) , given a function f(r0) . The solutions of this
equation are:

W1(θ) =
1

2
C1θ

2+C0θ+
1

3

C1

f(r0)
+

1

2

C2
0

C1

and W2,3(θ) = e±
√
6

2

√
f(r0) (θ−C2,3) , (B.12)

where C0,1,2,3 = const and C1 6= 0 . Note that substituting W2,3(θ) in (B.6) leads to
V |r=r0 = 0 . Hence these two solutions should be discarded due to the requirement to
have a positive potential on inflationary trajectories. So only W1(θ) is an acceptable
solution in the present context. For later convenience, let us record its special case with
C0 = 0 :

W (θ) =
1

2
C1θ

2 +
1

3

C1

f(r0)
. (B.13)

To summarize, we have shown, in principle, how the consistency conditions (in this
example: for the existence of circular slow-roll trajectories) can either restrict the field (or
parameter) space of an inflationary model, as in (B.10), or fix the form of the potential (for
a given field-space metric), as in (B.12). This illustrates manifestly, albeit on a technically
much simpler example than in Sections 3 and 5, how our consistency conditions can play
a constructive role in inflationary model building.

• Rapid turn regime:

Although rapid turn inflation was not discussed in [41], for our purposes it is interesting to
investigate whether slow-roll circular trajectories in this kind of model can exhibit rapid
turning in some parts of the field (and/or parameter) space. To address this question, we
now consider the dimensionless turn rate η⊥ = Ω/H of such trajectories.

The turn rate of any background trajectory in a cosmological model with field-space
metric (B.1) is given by [11]:

Ω =

√
f

(ṙ2 + f θ̇2)

(
θ̇Vr −

ṙ

f
Vθ

)
. (B.14)

Also, the above quasi-single field models with potential (B.2) have a Hubble parameter
of the form [41]:

H(r, θ) = W (θ)

(
1 +

λ

2
(r − r0)2 +

α

6
(r − r0)3 + ...

)
, (B.15)

and exact inflationary solutions satisfying (B.3) and [41] (see also [42]):

θ̇ = −2
Hθ

f
. (B.16)
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These solutions are not automatically slow-rolling, as will become clear below. Note also
that (B.15) implies H|r=r0 =W ; thus the requirement for positive W that we mentioned
earlier. Let us now compute the turn rate of the respective trajectories. Recall that, due
to (B.3) , along those trajectories ṙ = 0 identically. Hence, using (B.2) and (B.14)-(B.16),
we find:

Ω|r=r0 =
Vr√
f θ̇

∣∣∣∣
r=r0

= −Wθ fr
f 3/2

∣∣∣∣
r=r0

(B.17)

and thus
η⊥|r=r0 =

Ω

H

∣∣∣∣
r=r0

= − Wθ fr
f 3/2W

∣∣∣∣
r=r0

. (B.18)

Let us now apply (B.18) to the two examples discussed above. First we consider the
choice (B.7). In that case, (B.18) gives:

η⊥|r=r0 = − 2

r20 θ
. (B.19)

Hence the rapid turn condition η2⊥ � 1 implies:

4

r40 θ
2
� 1 . (B.20)

Combining this with (B.10), we find:15

2

3
r20 � r40 θ

2 � 4 , (B.21)

which means in particular that:
r20 � 6 . (B.22)

In other words, we have derived constraints on both the parameter space of the model
and the part of its field space, where the trajectories of slow-roll rapid-turn inflationary
solutions could lie. These constraints point to different regions of field/parameter space
than those whose phenomenology was studied numerically in [41,42]. In these references,
the numerical computations were performed with r20 > 1 to ensure perturbative control
and to avoid numerical instabilities (see especially [42]). Whether the constraints (B.21)
can lead to phenomenologically viable inflationary models is an interesting question for
the future.

15Note that using (B.7), together with (B.2) and (B.15)-(B.16), gives εT |r=r0 = 1
2f (

Vθ
V )2|r=r0 =

2θ2

r20(θ
2− 2

3r20
)2
≈ 2

r20θ
2 , where the last step is due to (B.10), while ε|r=r0 = − Ḣ

H2 |r=r0 = 2
r20θ

2 ; similarly,

one obtains ηT |r=r0 = 1
f
Vθθ
V |r=r0 =

2
r20(θ

2− 2

3r20
)
≈ 2
r20θ

2 and η‖|r=r0 = − Ḧ
2HḢ
|r=r0 = 0 . Hence, indeed, the

constraint (B.10) ensures slow roll and, in particular, the relations ε ≈ εT and η‖ ≈ ηT − εT .
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Now let us compute (B.18) for a functionW (θ) , which solves the consistency condition
(B.11). For simplicity, we consider the special case (B.13). Substituting this W in (B.18)
gives:

η⊥|r=r0 = − 2 θfr(r0)

f 3/2(r0)
(
θ2 + 2

3f(r0)

) . (B.23)

Hence the rapid turn condition becomes:

η2⊥|r=r0 =
4 θ2f 2

r

f 3/2
(
θ2 + 2

3f

)2
∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

� 1 . (B.24)

Note that so far the function f has been arbitrary. This gives us a lot of freedom in how
to satisfy (B.24). In particular, one can easily choose f(r) such that the slow-roll and
rapid-turn regime occurs for r20 > 1 , in which case one could use the same numerical
methods as in [41,42] to study the phenomenology of the resulting model. Clearly there is
an unlimited number of interesting choices for f . We do not claim that any of them would
be better than known models and/or would be compatible with further phenomenological
requirements (nor with the third order slow roll conditions of Section 3); this is a topic for
future studies. Our aim here was merely to illustrate in principle, and on a very simple
example, how our consistency conditions could be a valuable guide in inflationary model
building.

The discussion in this Appendix shows, furthermore, that these consistency conditions
could provide a rich source of ideas for the development of new models or, at the very
least, tractable toy models, which could help elucidate important features of rapid turn
inflation.
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