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In this work we generalize the constant-roll condition for minimally coupled canonical scalar field
inflation. Particularly, we shall assume that the scalar field satisfies the condition φ̈ = α(φ)V ′ (φ),
and we derive the field equations under this assumption. We call the framework extended constantroll framework. Accordingly we calculate the inflationary indices and the corresponding observational indices of inflation. In order to demonstrate the inflationary viability, we choose three
potentials that are problematic in the context of slow-roll dynamics, namely chaotic, linear powerlaw and exponential inflation, and by choosing a simple power-law form for the smooth function
α(φ), we show that in the extended constant-roll framework, the models are compatible with the
latest 2018 Planck constraints on inflation. We also justify appropriately why we called this new
framework extended constant-roll framework, and we show that the condition φ̈ = α(φ)V ′ (φ) is
equivalent to the condition φ̈ = β(φ)H φ̇, with the latter condition being a simple generalization of
the constant-roll condition. Finally, we examine an interesting physical situation, in which a general
extended constant-roll scalar field model is required to satisfy the cosmological tracker condition
used in quintessence models. In contrast to the slow-roll and ordinary constant-roll cases, in which
case the tracker condition is not compatible with neither the slow-roll or the ordinary constant-roll
conditions, the extended constant-roll condition can be compatible with the tracker condition. This
feature leads to a new inflationary phenomenological framework, the essential features of which we
develop in brief. The main feature of the new theoretical framework is that the function α(φ) and
the potential V (φ) are no longer free to choose, but these are directly functionally related.
PACS numbers: 04.50.Kd, 95.36.+x, 98.80.-k, 98.80.Cq,11.25.-w

I.

INTRODUCTION

The most common description of the inflationary era
is materialized by a canonical minimally coupled scalar
field [1–4], called inflaton. To date, it has not be verified
that inflation ever took place primordially, nevertheless
inflation solves smoothly many theoretical inconsistencies of the standard cosmological model, thus it remains
the most appealing candidate for the description of the
primordial post-Planck era, with the most promising alternative class of theories being modified gravity theories
[5–11]. Nowadays, the latest Planck data [12] impose
stringent constraints on the inflationary parameters, and
it seems that the power-spectrum of the primordial curvature perturbations is nearly scale invariant. The standard scalar field description of inflation assumes that the
scalar field slowly rolls down its potential, however during
the last decades, several alternative descriptions like the
constant-roll case [13–48] have been studied in the literature. In this paper we aim to generalize the constant-roll
condition in such a way so that φ̈ = α(φ)V ′ (φ), where
α(φ) is some smooth function of the scalar field, and
we call this framework the extended constant-roll framework. We develop the extended constant-roll framework
and derive expressions for the inflationary indices and

for the observational indices of inflation, focusing on the
spectral index of the scalar perturbations and on the
tensor-to-scalar ratio. In order to examine the viability
of the resulting framework, we choose three popular inflationary models, which in the slow-roll inflation are problematic, namely the chaotic inflation, the linear powerlaw and the exponential inflation models. As we show,
for a simple power-law choice of the smooth function
α(φ), the three models are in good agreement with the
Planck data. Also we explain why we named the condition φ̈ = α(φ)V ′ (φ) as extended constant-roll condition,
since this condition is equivalent to φ̈ = β(φ)H φ̇, by employing a simple transformation. Finally, we demonstrate
that the imposition of the tracker condition is compatible with the extended constant-roll scenario, a feature of
the theoretical framework we developed, which can play
an important role for the unified description of inflation
with the dark energy era, by using a single scalar field.
For the rest of the study, we shall use a flat FriedmanRobertson-Walker (FRW) spacetime, with its line element being,
X
2
(1)
dxi ,
ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2
i=1,2,3

where a(t) is as usual the scale factor.
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II. EXTENDED CONSTANT-ROLL:
FORMALISM AND APPLICATIONS

Now assuming the standard slow-roll condition for the
scalar field, namely,

We shall consider minimally coupled scalar field cosmology, with the action being,


Z
R
1
4
µ
S= d x
− ∂µ φ∂ φ − V (φ) ,
(2)
2κ2
2

φ̇2
≪ V (φ) ,
2

where κ2 = M12 where Mp is the reduced Planck mass.
p
The field equations corresponding to the above action
are,


1 2
2
2
3H = κ
φ̇ + V ,
(3)
2
2 2

− 2Ḣ = κ φ̇ ,

(4)

φ̈ + 3H φ̇ + V ′ = 0 .

(5)

The slow-roll indices for a minimally coupled scalar theory are [49],
Ḣ
,
H2
φ̈
,
ǫ2 =
H φ̇
ǫ1 = −

(6)

ns = 1 − 4ǫ1 − 2ǫ2 ,

r=

8κ2 Qs
,
fR

(7)

(8)

2

φ̇
where Qs = H
2 . In view of the Raychaudhuri equation
(4) we get Qs = − κ22Ḣ
H 2 , therefore, the tensor-to-scalar
ratio reads,

r = 16ǫ1 .

(9)

The extended constant-roll condition we shall consider in
this work is the following,
φ̈ = α(φ)V ′ (φ) ,

(10)

where α(φ) is a smooth dimensionless function of the
scalar field φ. In view of the extended constant-roll condition (10), the equation of motion for the scalar field (5)
yields,
φ̇ = −

V ′ (φ) (1 + α(φ))
.
3H

the Friedmann equation yields as usual,
3H 2
≃ V (φ) ,
κ2

(11)

(13)

and upon combining Eqs. (11) and (13), the slow-roll
indices (14) take the following compact forms,
ǫ1 =



1
2κ2

V′
V

2

2

(1 + α(φ)) , ǫ2 = −

3α(φ)
. (14)
1 + α(φ)

The effect of the extended constant-roll condition is apparent on the slow-roll indices, since ǫ2 becomes independent of the potential, and the first slow-roll index depends
explicitly on α(φ). Obviously, the standard constant-roll
condition can be obtained by considering α(φ) = const,
but we shall extensively discuss this issue in a later section because there exists a symmetry which can directly
connect the extended constant-roll condition (10) with
the standard constant-roll condition. Let us proceed in
finding the expression for the e-foldings number for the
case of the extended constant-roll scenario, and we easily
find by using Eq. (11) that,
N=

and the observational indices for the inflationary theory,
namely the spectral index of scalar perturbations ns and
the tensor-to-scalar ratio are [5, 49],

(12)

Z

φf

φi

H
dφ = κ2
φ̇

Z

φi

φf

V
1
dφ ,
V ′ (1 + α(φ))

(15)

where φi is the value of the scalar field at the first horizon
crossing primordially during the first stages of inflation,
and φf is the value of the scalar field at the end of the inflationary era. Having Eqs. (7), Eqs. (9), Eqs. (14), and
Eqs. (15), we can directly test several cosmological scalar
field models and confront the inflationary phenomenology they produce with the 2018 Planck data [12]. In
the next subsections we shall consider three scalar field
models which without the extended constant-roll condition are not compatible with the 2018 Planck data, and
thus phenomenologically excluded. As we shall demonstrate, in the context of the extended constant-roll scenario, these models become compatible with the Planck
observational constraints.
Before we close, let us in brief quote the formulas that
yield the predicted non-Gaussianities, just for the sake
of completeness. For the models studied in the next section, the predicted non-Gaussianities are not reportable
because these are quite small. The formula that yields
equil
the equilateral parameter fN
L can be found in Ref. [50],
and it is using their notation,
equil
fN
L =

11
5
ǫ1 + η ,
56
12

(16)

ǫ̇1
. In our notation, the relation that conwhere η = Hǫ
1
nects η and the slow-roll indices ǫ1 and ǫ2 can easily be

3
found by using the equations of motion, and this is,
ǫ2 =

ǫ̇1
Ḧ
= −ǫ1 +
,
2ǫ1 H
2H Ḣ

(17)

1

or equivalently,
η = 2 (ǫ1 + ǫ2 ) .

(18)

eqil
Hence, the equilateral parameter fN
L can be written in
terms of the slow-roll indices ǫ1 and ǫ2 as follows,
equil
fN
L =

55
10
ǫ1 +
(ǫ1 + ǫ2 ) .
36
12

(19)

A. Chaotic, Linear and Exponential Inflation
Phenomenology with the Extended Constant-roll
Condition

Tensor-to-scalar ratio r

We shall apply the extended constant-roll formalism
we developed previously in the case of chaotic inflation
scenario [3] which was quite popular in the 80’s and 90’s
but it is not viable with respect to the Planck data.
As we now show, by choosing a simple power law form
for the dimensionless function α(φ), the chaotic inflation model can become compatible with observations.
The chaotic inflation scenario has the following scalar
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FIG. 1: The extended constant-roll chaotic inflation scenario
(red lines and points Extended Constant-roll (ECR)) versus
the ordinary slow-roll chaotic inflation scenario (green lines
and points, Slow-roll (SR)), in view of the Planck 2018 data.
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m

Let us now consider the linear power-law inflation scenario, which has the following scalar potential, V (φ) =
V0
κ4 κφ, where V0 again as the dimensionless potential multiplication factor the value of is irrelevant for our analysis. The dimensionless function α(φ) of the extended
constant-roll condition (10) is again chosen as, α(φ) =
δ (κφ)m − 1. The slow-roll indices for the linear inflation
model take the simple form ǫ1 = 12 δ 2 κ2m−2 φ2m−2 , and
−m

0.05

0.94

1

2 2−m δ 2−m κ−1 2 2−2m δ 1−m + (m − 2)N . The spectral
index of the scalar curvature perturbations ns and the
tensor-to-scalar ratio r acquire the following simple forms
in terms of the scalar field, ns = −8δ 2 κ2m−2 φ2m−2 −
6κ−m φ−m
+ 7, and r = 32δ 2 κ2m−2 φ2m−2 . By evaluatδ
ing the slow-roll indices at first horizon crossing, thus for
the scalar field taking the value φi quoted above, we can
easily confront this model with the Planck 2018 observational data. The results of our analysis are presented
in Fig. 1. The free parameters values are in the ranges
δ = 10−5 − 10−19 and m = 4 − 12, for N = 60 e-foldings,
and the extended constant-roll chaotic inflation model
corresponds to the red lines and points in Fig. 1. We
have also included in Fig. 1 the ordinary chaotic inflation model with green lines and points. Obviously, the
extended constant-roll chaotic inflation model is well fitted with the Planck 2018 data, in contrast to the ordinary
chaotic inflation scenario.

ǫ2 = 3κ δφ − 3. As in the previous section, the values
of the scalar field at the end of inflation φf , and at hori-

0.10

0.00

inflation φf , by solving the equation ǫ1 (φf ) = O(1),
and accordingly, by performing the integration (15),
we obtain the value of the scalar field at
first
horizon
1
1
2−2m 1−m
crossing φi , so these two are φf = 2  κδ
, φi =

potential [3] V (φ) = κV40 (κφ) , where V0 is the dimensionless potential multiplication factor. The upper value
of Vκ04 is determined by the latest Planck data, but it
is irrelevant for our analysis, so we do not discuss this
issue further. The dimensionless function α(φ) entering in the extended constant-roll condition (10) shall
m
be chosen as α(φ) = δ (κφ) − 1 The slow-roll indices can easily be calculated for the above choices and
−m −m
these are ǫ1 = 2δ 2 κ2m−2 φ2m−2 , ǫ2 = 3κ δ φ
− 3.
We can find the value of the scalar field at the end of

1
1−m

δ
,
zon crossing φi are easily found to be, φf = 2
κ
1


m−2
m−2
2−m
φi = 2− 2(m−1) δ m−1 κm−2 + δ(m − 2)N κm−2
. Accordingly, the observational indices take the following
−m −m
+ 7, and
forms, ns = −2δ 2 κ2m−2 φ2m−2 − 6κ δφ
r = 8δ 2 κ2m−2 φ2m−2 . Upon evaluation of the observational indices at first horizon crossing, we can directly
confront the model at hand with the Planck 2018 observational data. The results of our analysis for the linear
power-law inflationary model are presented in Fig. 2.
The free parameters values are taken in this case in the
ranges δ = 10−5 − 10−17 and again m = 4 − 12, for
N = 60 e-foldings. The extended constant-roll chaotic
inflation model corresponds to the red lines and points
in Fig. 2, while with yellow lines and points we presented the ordinary linear power-law slow-roll inflationary model which is known to be incompatible with the
Planck data. Thus we demonstrated that for both the
chaotic and linear power-law inflationary models, the extended constant-roll condition renders both viable inflationary models and compatible with the latest Planck
data. In the same spirit as in the chaotic and linear
inflation model, let us present in brief the resulting phenomenology of a model which fails to be compatible with
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the observational data in the standard slow-roll description. Let us consider the simple exponential model, with
potential, V (φ) = κV40 exp (λκφ) where λ is a dimensionless parameter. In this case we choose the dimensionless
m
function α(φ) to be, α(φ) = (κφ) − 1, and note the
absence of the parameter δ which was present in the previous two models. The results of our analysis for the
exponential model are presented in Fig. 3. The free parameters values are in the ranges λ = 8.1 × 10−3 − 10−3
and m = 4 − 12, for N = 60 e-foldings. The extended
constant-roll exponential inflation model corresponds to
the red lines and points in Fig. 3, where the bottom plot
is a closeup of the upper plot. The slow-roll exponential
model yields a constant slow-roll index ǫ1 and is quite
problematic, however the extended constant-roll exponential model is compatible with the Planck data for all
the values of the free parameters we used. As it can be
seen, the model predicts inflation deeply in the Planck
95% CL likelihood curve.
SYMMETRIES AND TRACKING
CONDITION FRAMEWORK
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(20)

where β is some constant number. Let us now see how
our terminology extended constant-roll for the condition
(10) is justified. Before we do that, let us present an alternative definition of the extended constant-roll condition,
which can be materialized by the following condition,
φ̈ = β(φ)H φ̇ ,

(21)

0.975

FIG. 3: The extended constant-roll simple exponential inflation scenario (red lines and points) in view of the Planck 2018
data. The bottom plot is a closeup of the upper plot.

where β(φ) is some smooth dimensionless function of the
scalar field φ. The relation (21) is a direct generalization
of the constant-roll condition (20), for β(φ) = const. In
view of the extended constant-roll condition (21), the
equation of motion for the scalar field (5) yields,
φ̇ = −

V ′ (φ)
.
(3 + β(φ)) H

(22)

Now again assuming the standard slow-roll condition for
the scalar field, namely Eq. (12) the Friedmann equation takes the form (13), hence by using Eqs. (22) and
(13), the slow-roll indices (14) take the following compact
forms in this case,
ǫ1 =

We have named the condition (10) as extended
constant-roll condition, however we have not properly
justified why we used the terminology extended constantroll condition. The constant-roll condition is basically,
φ̈ = βH φ̇ ,

0.975

0.99

FIG. 2: The extended constant-roll linear power-law inflation
scenario (red lines and points Extended Constant-roll (ECR))
versus the ordinary slow-roll linear power-law inflation scenario (yellow lines and points, Slow-roll (SR)), in view of the
Planck 2018 data.
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2κ2 (3 + β(φ))
ǫ2 = β(φ) .

2



V′
V

2

(23)

Also, the e-foldings number for the case at hand, can
easily be found by using Eq. (22) that,
N=

Z

φf

φi

H
dφ = κ2
φ̇

Z

φi

φf

V
(3 + β(φ)) dφ .
3V ′

(24)

At this point we shall show how the terminology extended
constant-roll is justified for the condition (10). Basically
the inflationary phenomenologies related to the conditions (10) and (21) are directly related by using the fol-

5
lowing transformation,

Eq. (26), to obtain,

β(φ) → −

3α(φ)
.
1 + α(φ)

(25)

It is easy to see that the two phenomenologies are identical under the transformation (25), and this is why we
used the terminology extended constant-roll for the condition (10), since the physics of this condition is identical
to the physics of condition (21).
Before closing, it is worth mentioning an interesting
perspective of the extended constant-roll scenario, related to tracking solutions [51]. Tracker fields or tracking
attractor solutions were initially introduced in order to
solve the coincidence problem in quintessence theories.
Tracker fields have an equation of motion with attractor
solutions which rapidly converge to a common universal
attractor for a wide range of initial conditions. Tracker
solutions are appealing due to the fact that the scalar
field energy eventually overtakes the energy density of
dark matter eventually at late times. An important condition in order to have tracking solutions is the following
[51],
V′
H
,
=
V
φ̇

(26)

which is known as tracker condition. In a quintessence
theory it would be desirable to describe with the same
scalar field both early and late times. However as we now
demonstrate, the tracker condition eventually destroys
slow-roll dynamics. On the contrary, the tracker condition has some interesting physics to offer if it is considered
in conjunction with the extended constant-roll condition.
Let us consider first the standard slow-roll approach, in
which case the following two conditions govern the dynamics of the scalar field,
φ̇2
≪ V, φ̈ ≪ H φ̇ .
2

(27)

In view of the standard slow-roll conditions (27), the
equation of motion for the scalar field (5) yields,
V ′ ≃ −3H φ̇ .

(28)

The tracker condition (26) can be written as,
V′
H φ̇
,
=
V
φ̇2

(29)

and since V ′ and H φ̇ are of the same order due to Eq.
(28), Eq. (29) implies that V and φ̇2 are of the same order, which contradicts the first slow-roll condition of Eq.
(27). Thus the tracker condition (26) is not compatible
with the slow-roll evolution, and this indicate it is rather
hard to describe with the same scalar field inflation and
quintessence tracker solutions. The same conclusion can
be obtained easily if we directly substitute Eq. (28) in

1
2κ2
2



V′
V

2

≃ − 21 , where we used

that during slow-roll 3H ≃ κ2 V .
Now let us demonstrate the implications of the tracker
conditions on a single scalar field theory cosmology which
evolves with the extended constant-roll condition holding
true. In the extended constant-roll evolution, the term φ̇
is given by Eq. (11), thus upon substituting this in the
tracker condition (26), we obtain,
3H 2 V
(V ′ )2

= − (1 + α(φ)) ,

(30)

or by using 3H 2 = κ2 V , and recalling the functional
form of the first slow-roll index ǫ1 from Eq. (14), the
tracker condition (26) is transformed to a condition for
the slow-roll index ǫ1 , which is,
ǫ1 = −

1 + α(φ)
.
2

(31)

Essentially the tracker condition constrains the forms of
the potential in such a way so that the first slow-roll index ǫ1 takes the simple form (31). The second slow-roll
index remains identical with the one appearing in Eq.
(14), and what further changes is the final expression for
the e-foldings number, which actually further constrains
the functional form that α(φ) can take. Actually, in view
of the tracker condition (30), the e-foldings number expression (15) takes the following simple form,
Z φf
dφ
p
N =κ
,
(32)
−1 − α(φ)
φi

with the constraint that α(φ) + 1 < 0. In principle the
tracker condition does not contradict scalar field cosmologies which satisfy the extended constant-roll condition.
Thus basically the tracker condition in conjunction with
the extended constant-roll condition, introduce a new
class of inflationary phenomenology, which can combine
both the tracking condition and the extended constantroll conditions. This class of theory could be of importance if the unification of inflation with late-time acceleration is the aim of a theory. We have not further analyzed
this newly introduced class of models, however, we aim to
further develop these theories in a future work. Finally,
let us briefly comment that even the constant-roll condition leads to problems if it is considered in conjunction
with the tracker condition (26). Indeed, for φ̈ = βH φ̇
(β recall is constant), the tracker condition in conjunction with the equation of motion of the scalar field yields
1
ǫ1 = − 32 3+β
, which is not incompatible in general with
the constant-roll condition. However this case is obviously problematic because both ǫ1 and ǫ2 are basically
constants. Thus the inflationary phenomenology of the
resulting theory is severely restricted, and no new insights are expected. On the contrary, the tracker condition in conjunction with the extended constant-roll condition may offer the possibility of having late-time evolution with a de Sitter equation of state parameter, and also

6
describe inflation with the same theory. This issue will
be addressed in a future work. Finally, let us note that
in the context of the extended constant-roll framework
considered in conjunction with the tracker condition, the
scalar field potential and the scalar function α(φ) are
no longer freely chosen since these are connected by Eq.
(14), so basically the potential V (φ) and the function
α(φ) must satisfy,
κ

2



V
V′

IV.

2

= −(1 + α(φ)) .

(33)

CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we introduced the theoretical framework
of extended constant-roll dynamics for minimally coupled
single scalar field cosmologies. The extended constantroll condition constrains basically the scalar field evolution which was required to satisfy the condition φ̈ =
α(φ)V ′ (φ). Accordingly we derived the corresponding
field equations, and we calculated the inflationary indices
and the corresponding observational indices of inflation,
focusing on the spectral index of the primordial scalar
curvature perturbations and the tensor-to-scalar ratio.
Employing the new formalism by using a simple powerlaw α(φ) function, we demonstrated that three otherwise
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