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G ravitationalw aves from brane-w orld in
ation w ith induced gravity
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Institute ofCosm ology & G ravitation,University ofPortsm outh, Portsm outh PO 1 2EG ,UK

(D ated:M arch 27,2022)

W ecalculate theam plitudeofgravitationalwavesproduced by in
ation on a deSitterbraneem -

bedded in �ve-dim ensionalanti-deSitterbulk spacetim e,extendingpreviouscalculationsin Randall-

Sundrum type cosm ology to include the e�ect ofinduced gravity corrections on the brane. These

corrections arise via a term in the brane action thatisproportionalto the brane Ricciscalar. W e

�nd that,asin theRandall-Sundrum case,there isa m assgap between thediscrete zero-m ode and

a continuum ofm assivebulk m odes,which aretoo heavy to beexcited during in
ation.W egivethe

norm alization ofthe zero-m ode asa function ofthe Hubble rate on the brane and are thusable to

calculate the high energy correction to the spectrum ofgravitationalwave (tensor)m odes excited

on large scales during in
ation from initialvacuum 
uctuationson sm allscales. W e also calculate

the am plitude ofdensity (scalar)perturbationsexpected due to in
aton 
uctuationson the brane,

and show that the usualfour-dim ensionalconsistency relation for the tensor/scalar ratio rem ains

valid forbrane in
ation with induced gravity corrections.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

String theory and M theory have m otivated interest

in brane-world m odels that describe extra-dim ensional

gravity.In thesem odels,theobservablefour-dim ensional

(4D) universe is a brane hypersurface em bedded in a

higher-dim ensionalbulk space. A sim ple but rich phe-

nom enology for cosm ology is provided by the Randall-

Sundrum (RS) m odels with a single brane in a �ve-

dim ensional(5D)antide Sitter(AdS5)spacetim e. (For

recentreviews,see Ref.[1].) Although the �fth dim en-

sion isin�nite,the zero-m ode ofthe 5D graviton,corre-

sponding to 4D gravitationalwaves,is localized at low

energieson thebranedueto thewarped geom etry ofthe

bulk.Thisallowsoneto recovergeneralrelativity in the

low-energy lim it.

Q uantum correctionsto theRS m odelareexpected to

arisefrom the induced coupling ofbrane m atterto bulk

gravitons. Thisisthe so-called induced gravity (IG )ef-

fect,thatleadsto the appearance ofterm sproportional

to the 4D Ricciscalar in the brane action [2,3,4]. In

the Dvali,G abadadze and Porrati(DG P)m odel[3]the

induced gravity brane-world was put forward as an al-

ternative to the RS one-brane m odel,in which general

relativity wasrecovered,also despitean in�niteextra di-

m ension,but without warping in 5D M inkowskispace-

tim e (the brane had no tension). In contrastto the RS

casewith high-energy m odi�cationsto generalrelativity,

the DG P brane-world produced a low-energy m odi�ca-

tion,leadingtolate-tim eacceleration even in theabsence

ofdark energy [5].

Herewewilltakea di�erentviewpoint:wearem ainly

interested in theIG e�ectasacorrectiontotheRS brane-
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world athigh energies,ratherthan asa low-energy alter-

native(seealso Refs.[6,7,8,9,10]).In thiscasetheIG

e�ectwilloperateathigh energies,abovethebraneten-

sion,which isthe threshold energy forRS m odi�cations

to generalrelativity. Asa consequence there isno late-

tim e IG m odi�cation to generalrelativity,butratheran

early-tim e m odi�cation to the RS m odel. High-energy

in
ation willbe subjectto the IG e�ect,and we seek to

determ ine in particular the consequent changes to the

gravitationalwaves generated during in
ation. If the

IG correction becom eslargeso thatitisdom inant,then

there isno high-energy RS regim e in the early universe,

and werecoverthe originalDG P m odel.

During slow-rollin
ation,zero-pointquantum 
uctu-

ations oflight �elds (whose e�ective m ass is less than

the Hubble scale) are swept up to super-Hubble scales

and acquirea nearly scale-invariantspectrum .In theRS

brane-world,thezero-m odeofthe5D graviton isa m ass-

lessspin-2 �eld on thebranethatrepresents4D gravita-

tionalwaves. But there are also m assive m odes on the

branethatarisevia the projection onto thebraneofthe

5D graviton.Thesem assivem odescould qualitativelyal-

terthespectrum ofgravitationalwavesgenerated during

in
ation. Itturnsoutthatthere isa m assgap between

the zero-m ode and the the m assive m odes [11],so that

the m assive m odes are too heavy to be excited and the

spectrum isqualitativelythesam easin generalrelativity.

However,the am plitude ofthe zero-m ode is boosted at

high energies,com pared with the standard 4D case[12].

W e show that signi�cant changes to the RS case are

introduced by the IG term athigh energies:the IG cor-

rection acts to lim it the growth ofam plitude, relative

to the 4D case,as the energy scale ofin
ation grows.

Then we investigate the scalar perturbations produced

in in
ation (assum ing there is no contribution from 5D

gravitons),and show that the scalar am plitude has the

sam equalitativebehaviourasthe tensoram plitude.W e

also show thatthe standard tensor-to-scalarconsistency

relation continuesto hold in the presence ofthe IG cor-
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rection.

II. FIELD EQ U A T IO N S

W e assum e that the 5D bulk contains only negative

vacuum energy, and the gravitational�eld obeys Ein-

stein gravity.The4D branehasa positivebranetension,

and an induced gravity term localized on it. Then the

gravitationalaction is

S =
1

2�2
5

Z

d
5
x
p
� (5)g

h
(5)
R � 2�5

i

+

Z

brane

d
4
x
p
� g

�

� � +



2�2
4

R + Lm atter

�

;(1)

where 
 is a dim ensionless constant controlling the

strength of the IG correction, with 
 = 0 giving the

RS m odel. The induced m etric on the brane is gab =
(5)gab� nanb,wheren

a istheunitnorm al,and � (� 0)is

thebranetension,while�5 (� 0)isthebulk cosm ological

constant.Thefundam entalenergy scaleofgravity isthe

5D scale M 5,where �
2
5 = 8�=M 3

5. The 4D Planck scale

M 4 � 1019 G eV isan e�ectivescale,�xed by thee�ective

gravitationalcoupling constant�24 = 8�G = 8�=M 2
4 on

the brane at low energies (typically M 4 � M 5). Note

thatforthe low-and high-energy lim itsto yield a posi-

tive e�ective gravitationalcoupling constant,we require

0 � 
 < 1.

The 5D �eld equationsfollowing from the bulk action

areunchanged from the RS case:

(5)
G ab = � �5

(5)
gab: (2)

TheIG correction term entersviathejunction conditions

atthebrane.Assum ing m irror(Z2)sym m etry aboutthe

brane,these are[7]

K �� � K g�� = �
�25

2

�

T�� � �g�� �



�2
4

G ��

�

; (3)

where K �� is the extrinsic curvature and T�� is the

energy-m om entum tensorofm atteron the brane,which

obeysthe conservation equations[7]

r
�
T�� = 0: (4)

The length scale ‘and energy scale � associated with

the bulk curvaturearegiven by

�5 = �
6

‘2
= � 6�2 : (5)

Ifwe im pose the RS �ne-tuning for the brane tension,

�25� =
p
� 6�6,thissetsthebranecosm ologicalconstant

to zero,and then wehave[7,10]

�
2

4 � �
2

5�(1� 
): (6)

Thegeneralform ofthee�ective�eld equationsprojected

on the braneisgiven in Ref.[7].

W ewillbeinterested in 4D tensorm etricperturbations

abouta de Sitterbrane(m odelling extrem e slow-rollin-


ation)in an AdS5 bulk.Such abraneisasolution ofthe

junction equations(3)with a constantenergy density on

the brane,� > 0,and hence a constantHubble rate on

thebrane,H .Thebackground space-tim em etric,i.e.,an

AdS5 bulk sliced into 4D sliceswith de Sittergeom etry,

m ay be written in the G aussian norm alform

ds
2 = n

2(y)
�
� dt

2 + exp(2H �t)d~x
2
�
+ dy

2
: (7)

Thewarp factorin the bulk is

n(y) =
H �

�
sinh[�(y� + �jyj)]: (8)

The brane is�xed aty = 0 and we choose n(0)= 1 on

the brane,so thaty� isgiven by

y� =
1

�
arcsinh

�

H �

: (9)

TheHubbleparam eterH � isgiven by them odi�ed Fried-

m an equation

H
2

� =
�24

3


(

� + �

+
6�24


�4
5

"

1+ �

s

1+

�4

5

3�2
4

�

� + � +

�2�4

5

12�2
4

� #)

;(10)

where we have im posed Eq.(6). In the expressions(7){

(10),� = � 1 corresponds to the choice ofsign for the

square-rootin Eq.(10). W e willreferto � = + 1 asthe

positive branch and � = � 1 as the negative branch. In

the following we take the energy density,�,to be con-

stant,correspondingto thein
aton energy density in the

extrem eslow rolllim it.W erecovertheRandall-Sundrum

case [12]in the lim it 
 ! 0,but only on the negative

branch.

O n thepositivebranch,thebulk coordinatey can take

any realvalueand thewarp factorn(y)reachesitsm ini-

m um valueatthebrane.O n theotherhand,in theneg-

ative branch,the bulk coordinate is bounded such that

jyj� y� , where jyj= y� corresponds to the location

ofthe Cauchy horizon,where n(y� ) = 0. In this case,

the warp factorhas its m axim um atthe brane. W e re-

covertheoriginalRS m odel,with a M inkowskibrane,as

H ! 0 and y� ! 1 for� ! 0,on the negative branch.

TheoriginalDG P m odelwith H + > 0 isobtained in the

low energy lim iton the positivebranch as� + � ! 0.

Forlaterconvenience,weintroducetheconform albulk

coordinate,with dz = dy=n(y),

z(y)= �
�

�
sgn(y)sinh�y� ln coth

h
�

2
(y� + �jyj)

i

:(11)

Forthe positive branch 0 < jzj� zb+ ,where zb+ corre-

spondsto the location ofthe brane,zb+ = jz(0)j.W hen

jzj! 0,the bulk coordinate y diverges. For the nega-

tivebranch,theconform albulk coordinateisunbounded,
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jzj� zb� ,where zb� givesthe location ofthe brane. In

thiscase,theCauchy horizonsarelocated atjzj! + 1 .

Finally,the warp factorbecom es

n(z)=
H �

�sinhH �jzj
: (12)

III. B U LK M ET R IC P ER T U R B A T IO N S

W enow considertensorm etricperturbations(from the

viewpointofa4D observer),(5)gab !
(5)gab+ �

(5)gab.The

perturbed m etricis[12]

ds
2 = n

2(y)
�
� dt

2 + e
� 2H �t(�ij + hij)dx

i
dx

j
�
+ dy

2
;

(13)

wherehij istransverseand traceless.Thewaveequation

in the bulk forthe perturbationsis

�
(5)
G
a
b = 0; (14)

the sam e as in the RS case. This m eans that the bulk

m odesolutionsform etricperturbationswillbethesam e

asin theRS case[12],buttheIG junction conditionswill

introduce changes to the norm alization and am plitudes

ofthe m odes,asdiscussed below.

W e decom pose the generalm etric perturbation into

Fourierm odes

hij(t;~x;y)= E (t;y)eij(~x); (15)

where eij isa transverse tracelessharm onic on the spa-

tially 
at3-space,i.e.,~r 2eij = � k2eij .Then the equa-

tion ofm otion forE is[12]

�E + 3H �
_E + k

2
e
� 2H �tE � n

2

�

E
00+ 4

n0

n
E
0

�

= 0;(16)

wherea dotdenotesa derivativewith respectto tand a

prim e a derivative with respectto y. The perturbation

E m ay be decom posed into K aluza-K lein (K K )m odes

E (t;y)=

Z

dm  m (t)Em (y); (17)

and the waveequation (16)then separatesto give

� m + 3H �
_ m +

�
k
2
e
� 2H �t+ m

2
�
 m = 0; (18)

(n4E0m )
0+ m

2
n
2
Em = 0: (19)

Although the m assive m odes ofthe tensor perturba-

tions satisfy the sam e bulk wave equation as in the RS

case[12],thejunction condition atthebraneisvery dif-

ferent.ThetensorpartofEq.(3)im plies

�K
�
� =


�25

2�2
4

�G
�
� =




2�(1� 
)
�G

�
� ; (20)

wherewe haveneglected any tensorcontributionsofthe

anisotropicstressexertedbym atteronthebrane,andthe

second equalityfollowsfrom Eq.(6).In theRS case(
 !

0), we recover the Neum ann boundary condition. O n

thebrane,thenon-vanishing com ponentsoftheEinstein

tensoraregiven by [12,13]

�G
i
j =

1

2

h
�hij + 3H �

_hij � e
� 2H �t~r

2
h
i
j

i

; (21)

and consequently,the boundary condition forEm is

E
0
m (0)= �

m 2


2�(1� 
)
Em (0): (22)

Itisim portantto notethatthisboundary condition de-

pendson them assofthem odes,m 2,dueto theIG term .

O nly thezero-m ode,m = 0,hasthesam eboundary con-

dition asin theRS case.Asa resultofthisnew feature,

thescalarproductoftheeigenm odefunctionalspacehas

to includesuitableboundary term s.Thisisqualitatively

the sam e as the case ofG auss-Bonnet m odi�cations to

the RS m odel[14,15].

In whatfollowsweshow thattheeigenm odesresulting

from Eqs.(19)and (22)areorthonorm alwith respectto

the following scalarproduct:

(Em ;E~m ) = 2

Z U �

0

dyn
2
Em E~m +




�(1� 
)
Em (0)E~m (0)

= �(m ;~m ); (23)

where U+ = 1 ;U� = y� ,and �(m ;~m ) denotes a K ro-

necker sym bolfor the discrete m odes and a Dirac dis-

tribution forthe continuousones. For
 ! 0 the scalar

productreducesto the oneused in the RS case.

IV . K A LU ZA -K LEIN M O D ES

W econsidera singledeSitterbraneem bedded in AdS

space so that we only im pose one boundary condition,

Eq.(22).O necouldalsoconsiderthepresenceofasecond

brane [16, 17], with a corresponding second boundary

condition,which would yield a discretespectrum ofbulk

m odes.

O urdiscussion ofthespectrum ofbulk m odeswillfol-

low closely thatofRef.[15]. De�ning �m � n3=2Em ,we

rewritethewaveequation (19)in awaythatincorporates

the junction condition (22):

� D(+ )
�
q(z)D (� )�m (z)

�
= m

2
w(z)�m (z); (24)

where

D (� ) =
d

dz
�
3

2

1

n

dn

dz
; (25)

and

q = � [�(zb� � z)]� �� [� z� zb�]; (26)

w = q(z)+



�(1� 
)
�(z+ �zb�): (27)
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Here� istheheavisidefunction,and the � subscriptsin

D � arenotto beconfused with thebranch param eter�.

From Eqs.(12),(26)and (27)itfollowsthatforjzj6=

zb�,we have q = w = 1. Thus for jzj6= zb�,Eq.(24)

reducesto the Schr�odinger-typeequation,

� D(+ )D (� )�m = �
d2�m

dz2
+

�
15

4

H 2
�

sinh
2
H �z

+
9

4
H

2

�

�

�m

= m
2
�m ; (28)

exactly asin the RS case(
 ! 0)[11,12].

Theboundary condition,Eq.(22),for�m atthebrane

is

D (� ) �m (� �zb�)= � m
2




2�(1� 
)
�m (zb�): (29)

(Note thatin the negative branch,y ! 0+ im pliesz !

z
+

b�
,while forthe positive branch,y ! 0+ im pliesz !

� z
+

b+
.) Equation (29)m ay also beobtained by m atching

the distributionalparts ofEq.(24). It m ay be checked

thattheeigenm odesresultingfrom Eqs.(28)and (29)are

orthonorm alwith respectto thescalarproductEq.(23),

which resultsfrom

(�m ;� ~m )=

Z

bulk

dzw�m � ~m ; (30)

when Z2-sym m etry is im posed and the distributional

term in Eq.(27)istaken into account.

W e now investigate the spectrum ofm odes resulting

from Eqs.(28) and (29). There is the sam e zero-m ode

solution asin the RS case[12]

�0(z)= C�n
3=2(z); (31)

where E0 = C� is a constant. This zero-m ode solution

obeysthe boundary condition (29)forboth the positive

and negativebranchesin Eq.(10).

The zero m ode in the negativebranch isnorm alizable

asin theRS case.UsingEqs.(30)and (31),thecondition

(�0;�0)= 1 on the negativebranch givesthenorm aliza-

tion constantC = C (H � =�)asa function oftheHubble

raterelativeto the AdS scale,�,where

C
� 2
� (x)=




�(1� 
)
+
1

�

�
p
1+ x2 � x

2arcsinh
1

x

�

:

(32)

Thisreducesto the RS result[12]when 
 = 0.

However,thezero-m odeisnotnorm alizablein thepos-

itive branch (for a single brane), since �0 diverges as

z ! 0. W e willhenceforth restrict the analysis to the

negative branch,and drop the negative subscript,i.e.,

H � � H ;zb� � zb.

As in the RS case [11, 12], the potential in the

Schr�odingerequation (28)approaches 9

4
H 2,asjzj! 1 ,

which gives the threshold between light m odes, with

m 2 <
9

4
H 2, and heavy m odes,with m 2 >

9

4
H 2. For

heavy m odes,the two linearly independent solutions of

Eq.(28) oscillate with constantam plitude as jzj! 1 .

The boundary condition Eq.(29)gives�m (z)asa par-

ticularcom bination ofthese two solutions,forevery m .

Thus we have a continuous spectrum of norm alizable

m odeswith m 2 >
9

4
H 2.

Forlightm odes,thegeneralsolutionoftheSchr�odinger

equation (28)containsan asym ptotically growing expo-

nentialand a decaying exponentialasjzj! 1 .Thuswe

would expect only a discrete spectrum ofnorm alizable

m odescorresponding to particularvalues ofm 2 � 9

4
H 2

for which the junction condition (29) selects only the

asym ptoticdecayingm ode.Thisisexactlywhathappens

to givethe norm alizablezero-m ode(31)forthenegative

branch in Eq.(10).

In orderto see whetherthe junction conditionsallow

fornorm alizable lightm odes otherthan the zero-m ode,

weintroducenew m ode functions,following Ref.[15],

�m (z)= D (� ) �m (z): (33)

These are the partners of the m odes �m in super-

sym m etric quantum m echanics [18],and have the sam e

spectrum except for the zero-m ode,�0,which vanishes

identically,by Eqs.(25) and (31). Acting on Eq.(28)

with theoperatorD (� ),weobtain thewaveequation for

�m ,

� D(� )D (+ )�m = �
d2�m

dz2
+

�
3

4

H 2

sinh
2
H z

+
9

4
H

2

�

�m

= m
2 �m : (34)

Thejunction condition for�m followsfrom Eqs.(28)and

(29),

d�m

dz
(zb)=

�
3

2

p
H 2 + �2 +

2�(1� 
)




�

�m (zb); (35)

for
 6= 0,whileEqs.(29)and (33)show that�m (zb)= 0

for
 = 0.The im portantsim pli�cation here isthatthe

boundary condition no longer involves the m ass ofthe

m odes,and reduces to Dirichlet-type for 
 = 0. M ulti-

plying Eq.(34)by �m and integrating by parts,we �nd

that

�

m
2
�
9

4
H

2

� Z 1

zb

dz�2

m =
3

4
H

2

Z 1

zb

dz
�2
m

sinh
2
H z

+

Z 1

zb

dz�
0
2

m +

�

� �m �
0
m

�1

zb

: (36)

Any norm alizablelightm ode,�m ,with m
2 <

9

4
H 2,m ust

decreaseexponentially asjzj! 1 ,and so m ustitspart-

ner,�m . The corresponding upper boundary term at

in�nity in Eq.(36)thereforevanishes.Thelowerbound-

ary term on the brane, according to Eq.(35), is pos-

itive,rem em bering that we have restricted our analysis

to0 � 
 < 1.In thiscase,theright-hand sideofEq.(36)

ispositive,whiletheleft-hand sideisnegative,exceptfor

�m = 0,i.e.,form = 0.W e can thereforeconclude that

for0 � 
 < 1,there are no norm alizable lightm odesin
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the m assgap. The spectrum ofK K m odesin the nega-

tive branch ofEq.(10)isthe sam e asthe RS case,i.e.,

itconsistsofthe m asslessbound-state zero-m ode,and a

continuum ofstateswith m > 3

2
H .

Asin theRS case(
 ! 0)[11,12]and asin thecaseof

G auss-Bonnetgravity in the bulk [15],we haveonly one

discretelightm odewith m 2 = 0and athen m ass-gap be-

forethe continuum ofheavy m odes.O n the otherhand,

wehaveshown thatthereisnozero-m odeforthepositive

branch,� = + 1,and itrem ainsto beseen whetherornot

therearelightm odeswith m 2 <
9

4
H 2 in thiscase.

V . Q U A N T U M FLU C T U A T IO N S O N T H E

B R A N E

Having identi�ed the norm alizable bulk m odes for a

single de Sitter brane in an anti-de Sitter bulk,we will

now estim ate the spectrum ofgraviton 
uctuationsgen-

erated in de Sitter in
ation on the brane for the neg-

ative branch in Eq.(10). W e treat each norm alizable

m odeasa quantum �eld in fourdim ensions,asin theRS

case [12,19]. Taking these 4D �elds to be in an initial

vacuum state on sm allscales is consistent with taking

an incom ing AdS vacuum state in the �ve-dim ensional

viewpoint[20].

M assive m odeswith m 2 >
9

4
H 2 rem ain underdam ped

even on large scales,and 
uctuations are strongly sup-

pressed on super-horizon scales. They rem ain in their

vacuum state[12,19].

Howeverinitialvacuum 
uctuationsin the zero-m ode

becom e over-dam ped as they are stretched beyond the

Hubble scale. The zero-m ode thus acquiresa spectrum

ofclassicalperturbations on super-horizon scales. For

m 2 = 0,the e�ective action has the standard form of

4D general relativity, except for the overall factor �25
instead of�24 [15,17],which rescales the am plitude of

quantum 
uctuations accordingly [12,15]. The am pli-

tude ofthe zero-m ode m etric 
uctuationson the brane,

�0(zb)= C (H =�), where C (H =�) is given in Eq.(32),

then introduces a further rescaling relative to the 4D

result,which is dependent on the Hubble scale relative

to the AdS scale. Following the notation ofRef.[21],

theam plitudeofgravitationalwavesproduced on super-

horizon scaleson the braneisthusgiven by

A
2

T =
2�24

25

�
H

2�

� 2

F
2


(H =�); (37)

wherethecorrection to standard 4D generalrelativity is

given by

F
2


(H =�)=
�25

�2
4

C
2(H =�): (38)

From Eq.(32),wehave

F
� 2

 (x)= 
 + (1� 
)

�
p
1+ x2 � x

2arcsinh
1

x

�

: (39)

Thiscorrection dependson theIG coupling (through the

param eter
)and on the energy scale atwhich in
ation

occurs,relative to the 5D curvature scale �. It reduces

to the resultofRef.[12]forthe RS case(
 ! 0).

W hen x � H =� ! 0,we have F
 ! 1 and we recover

the standard 4D result[21]. The am plitude ofthe nor-

m alized zero-m odeon the brane givesthe ratio between

thee�ective4D Newton constantatlow energies,�24,and

the 5D constant,�25.

For 0 < 
 < 1 we �nd that tensor 
uctuations are

enhanced relative to the 4D result(F
 > 1)athigh en-

ergies. However,unlike the RS case,the am plitude of

the tensorzero-m ode relative to the 4D generalrelativ-

ity result is bounded,1 � F2
 < 1=
. For H � � and

0< 
 < 1,wehave

F
2


(H =�)�
1



; (40)

while the RS case(
 = 0)yields[12]

F
2

0(H =�)�
3

2

H

�
: (41)

Thequalitativebehaviourisillustrated in Fig.1 for
 =

0:1.
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FIG .1: The dim ensionless am plitude F
2


 ofthe tensor zero-

m ode relative to the 4D general relativity result, plotted

against the dim ensionless energy scale ofin
ation,H =�,for


 = 0:1.

V I. T H E T EN SO R T O SC A LA R R A T IO

Thecontribution oftensorperturbationstocosm icm i-

crowavebackground (CM B)anisotropiesisan im portant

quantity forconstraining in
ationary m odels[22].In the

RS case, both tensor and scalar perturbations on the

brane are enhanced relative to a 4D in
ation m odelat

a �xed energy scale,but the tensors are enhanced less

and thus the relative tensor contribution is suppressed

in com parison with the 4D case [23]. In thissection we
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com putethescalarperturbation am plitudeA S including

the e�ectofthe IG term ..

In standard,slow-rollin
ationary m odelsdriven by a

singlein
aton�eld thereisaconsistencyrelationbetween

the contribution to the CM B from scalar(density)per-

turbationsand tensorm odes(gravitationalwaves).(For

a review, see, e.g., Ref.[21]). To lowest order in the

slow-rollapproxim ation,the ratio ofthe tensorto scalar

perturbationsisgiven by

A 2
T

A 2
S

= �
1

2
nT ; (42)

where nT � dlnA2T =dlnk representsthe tiltofthe ten-

sorialspectrum and k iscom oving wavenum ber.

An identical relation holds in 4D scalar-tensor and

other generalized Einstein theories [24],and also in the

RS scenario [25, 26], and in a 5D brane-world m odel

where the radion �eld is stabilized [27]. Form ally,the

degeneracy in thebrane-world m odelsarisesbecausethe

function thatparam etrizesthe correctionsto the gravi-

tationalwave am plitude satis�esa particular�rst-order

di�erentialequation [25,28].

G iven the potentialim portance ofthe consistency re-

lation as a way ofreducing the num ber ofindependent

in
ationary param eters,and oftesting the in
ationary

scenario,itisim portanttoinvestigatewhethertheabove

degeneracy is lifted when IG e�ects are included in the

bulk action asa correction to the RS m odel.

A . Scalar perturbations from IG brane in
ation

W e willfollow the approach used in Ref.[23]to cal-

culateam plitudeofscalar(density)perturbationsdueto

slow-rollin
ation on the brane in RS gravity. This has

recently been applied to study the am plitude ofscalar

perturbationsproduced during in
ation on thebranefor

G auss-Bonnet[15]and induced gravity corrections[8,9].

To estim ate the prim ordialdensity perturbation pro-

duced by in
aton �eld 
uctuationson thebrane,to low-

estorderin a slow-rollapproxim ation,itissu�cientto

use the am plitude ofquantum 
uctuations ofan e�ec-

tively m assless scalar �eld in an unperturbed de Sit-

ter spacetim e. This gives the classic result h��2i =

(H =2�)2 form odesexitingtheHubblescale,with com ov-

ing wavenum berk = aH ,and entering the overdam ped

long-wavelength regim e. The �eld 
uctuation then de-

term inesthe spatialcurvature perturbation on uniform -

energy density hypersurfaces,� = � H ��=_�.Hereand in

sim ilar expressionsin this section,equality is to be un-

derstood asequality atthe lowestorderin the slow-roll

approxim ation.

The curvature perturbation,�,then rem ainsconstant

foradiabaticperturbationson largescales.Thisholdsas

a directconsequenceofthelocalconservation ofenergy-

m om entum on the brane [29,30]and,in particular,is

independent ofgravitational�eld equations. Hence we

can calculate� atHubble-exitduring in
ation and relate

itdirectlytotheprim ordialdensityperturbation on large

scales,asforinstanceobserved in theCM B anisotropies,

so long asthe perturbationsare strictly adiabatic.This

isnecessarily the case forslow-roll,single �eld in
ation

on the brane so long as there are no additionallight

scalardegreesoffreedom such asm ightarise from bulk

m etric perturbationsin a brane-world scenario. Thisin

turn istruein theextrem eslow-rolllim itin singlebrane

Randall-Sundrum m odelsand weexpectittorem ain true

when induced gravity correctionsare included. There is

no scalarzero-m odeand wehaveseen forthetensorper-

turbationsthatallthenorm alizablem assivem odeshave

m 2 >
9

4
H 2 and rem ain suppressed during in
ation.

Consequently,the am plitude ofa given m ode thatre-

enters the Hubble radius long after in
ation is given

by [21]

A
2

S =
4

25
h�

2
i=

H 4

25�2 _’2
: (43)

During slow-rollin
ation thescalar�eld equation ofm o-

tion, _’ = � V0(’)=3H , im plies that the am plitude of

scalarperturbationscan be written as

A
2

S =
9

25�2

H 6

V 02
: (44)

Using Eqs.(10)and (6),we writethisas

A
2

S =
�64V

3

75�2V 02
G
2


(H =�); (45)

where the correction to the standard 4D result is given

by

G
2


(x)=
x6

�

x2 � 2(1� 
)

�
1�

p
1+ x2

�	3 : (46)

ThebehaviourofG 2

(x)isillustrated in Fig.2.Atlow en-

ergies,H =� ! 0,we haveG 2

(H =�)! 1 and we recover

the standard 4D result. Athigher energieswe begin to

seean enhancem entasin the RS case,butthe enhance-

m ent ofperturbations is bounded when we include the

IG correction,just as we saw in the case oftensor per-

turbations.ForH � � and 0 < 
 < 1 weobtain

G
2


(H =�)�
1


3
: (47)

Equations(40)and (47)show thatthescalarsarem ore

strongly enhanced athigh energiesthan the tensors,so

thatthetensor/scalarratioissuppressed athigh energies

relativeto the standard 4D result.

B . C onsistency relation

To see whether the consistency relation (42) is bro-

ken by induced gravity,we need to calculate the scale-

dependence ofthe tensorspectrum ,

nT =
dlnA 2

T

dlnk
: (48)



7

0.1 1 10 100
x

1

5
10

50
100

500
1000

G
Γ

2

FIG .2: The dim ensionless am plitude G
2


 ofdensity pertur-

bations relative to the 4D generalrelativity result, plotted

against the dim ensionless energy scale ofin
ation,H =�,for


 = 0:1.

W e thusdi�erentiate Eq.(37)with respectto com oving

wavenum berk(’)= a(’)H (’).In the extrem e slow-roll

lim it,variationsin the Hubble param eterH arenegligi-

ble relative to changesin the scale factorand hence the

spectralindex can be written as

nT = �
dln(H F
)

� 2

dlnH

dlnH

dlna
: (49)

Itisconvenientto rewritethescalaram plitude(44)in

the form

A
2

S = �
3

25�
H

3
dH

dV

�
dlnH

dlna

� � 1

; (50)

where we have used the scalar �eld slow-rollequation

3H _’ = � V0,rewritten in the unusualform [15]

V
02 = � 3H3

dV

dH

dlnH

dlna
: (51)

Then Eqs.(37),(49)and (50)can be com bined to give

A 2
T

A 2
S

= �
Q

2
nT ; (52)

where

Q = �
�24

3H

dV

dH
F
2




�
dln(H F
)

� 2

dlnH

�� 1

: (53)

For the consistency relation (42) to hold,we require

Q = 1.Thisam ountsto a �rst-orderdi�erentialrelation

between H (V )and F
(H =�):

d

dV
(3H 2)= �

2

4F
2




�

1+
dlnF


dlnH

� � 1

: (54)

Itiseasytoseethatthisissatis�ed atlow energies,where

F
 ! 1 and 3H 2 ! �24V ,and we recoverthe standard

4D case. It is far from obvious that this continues to

hold at higher energies. In fact one can show that the

IG brane-world correction to thetensorpowerspectrum ,

Eq.(39),satis�esa �rst-orderdi�erentialequation:

d

dlnx

�
ln(xF
)

� 2
�
= � 2F2


�


 +
1� 


p
1+ x2

�

: (55)

Com bining the m odi�ed Friedm ann equation (10) and

Eq.(55), it can then be shown that Eq.(53) im plies

Q = 1. Consequently,the brane gravity m odelwith IG

correction (in the negative branch) does indeed satisfy

the consistency relation (42)forany value ofH =�.This

extends the result originally found in Ref.[25, 26]for

the RS where 
 = 0, to any IG correction term with

0� 
 < 1.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

Brane-world in
ation m odels allows one to explore

som e of the cosm ologicalim plications of ideas arising

from string and M theory. The extra-dim ensionalna-

ture ofgravity introduces new features thatneed to be

com puted and then subjected to the constraints from

high-precision cosm ologicaldata. W e have determ ined

thecorrectionsto thestandard resultsfortensorpertur-

bations that are generated during slow-rollin
ation at

energieswherebranee�ectsbecom edom inant.Thishas

previously been done for the Randall-Sundrum brane-

world. W e have introduced an induced gravity term ,as

a correction to the gravitationalaction. Thiscorrection

leadsto signi�cantqualitativechanges.

The 5D wave equation and its fundam entalsolutions

arenotchanged by theIG term .Thespectrum contains

anorm alizablezero-m odeand acontinuoustowerofm as-

sivem odesaftera m assgap,m > 3

2
H ,asin theRS case.

Them assivem odesarenotexcited duringin
ation,asin

the RS case. However,the IG term changesthe bound-

ary conditions at the brane,and therefore changes the

norm alization ofthe zero-m ode,as shown by Eq.(32).

Thishasthe consequenceofenhancing the am plitude of

tensor perturbations (gravitationalwaves) produced by

de Sitterin
ation on the brane,Eq.(37),relative to the

standard 4D result.Unlike the RS case,the relativeen-

hancem ent at high energies is bounded in the presence

ofa IG correction term .However,asin the RS case,we

�nd thatthe standard consistency relation between the

tensor-scalar ratio and the tilt ofthe tensor spectrum

rem ainsunchanged.
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