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Abstract. We show that a large class of modified gravity theories (MOG) with the
Jordan-frame Lagrangian f(R) translate into scalar-field (scalaron) models with hilltop
potentials in the Einstein frame. (A rare exception to this rule is provided by the
Starobinsky model for which the corresponding scalaron potential is plateau-like for
¢ > 0.) We find that MOG models featuring two distinct mass scales lead to scalaron
potentials that have a flattened hilltop, or tabletop. Inflationary evolution in tabletop
models agrees very well with CMB observations. Tabletop potentials therefore provide
a new and compelling class of MOG-based inflationary models. By contrast, MOG
models with a single mass scale generally correspond to steep hilltop potentials and
fail to reproduce the CMB power spectrum. Inflationary evolution in hilltop/tabletop
models can proceed in two alternative directions: towards the stable point at small
R describing the observable universe, or towards the asymptotic region at large R.
The MOG models which we examine have several new properties including the fact
that gravity can become asymptotically vanishing, with Geg — 0, at infinite or large
finite values of the scalar curvature R. A universe evolving towards the asymptotically
vanishing gravity region at large R will either run into a ‘Big-Rip’ singularity, or inflate
eternally.
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1 Introduction

Metric f(R) theories of gravity' have been extensively studied in the past as simple
stable modified theories of gravity with one extra scalar degree of freedom, called the
scalaron (see [1-4] for reviews). The scalaron can be used to describe either inflation
[5] or dark matter and dark energy [6-22]. The merit of f(R) theories is that the
scalaron’s interactions with matter fields can be naturally fixed by the requirement of
minimal coupling of the matter fields to gravity.

A prototype of the inflationary f(R) theory is the Starobinsky model [5, 23],
which contains only linear (Einstein) and quadratic terms in the scalar curvature,

In metric f(R) theories, the equations of motion are obtained by variation of the gravitational
action S, with respect to the metric g,,,,, with the affine connection 1";}1, being determined by g,,. In
the Palatini formulation, by contrast, both g,,, and Ff;l, are independent variables, and the equations of
motion are obtained by varying S, with respect to both g, and Ff;l,. General relativity is distinguished
by the fact that the metric and Palatini formalisms give identical results.



f(R) = R+ R?/m?. This is one of the most favourable inflationary models in light of
the latest observational data [24]. A more general analytic f(R) Lagrangian, however,
can be expected to contain terms of higher powers of R in its expansion. In this paper,
we would like to examine systematically the types of models arising in this general case
and to study their cosmological behaviour.

The problem at hand can be transparently analysed in the so-called Einstein
frame. The Einstein frame differs from the original Jordan frame by a conformal
transformation of the metric, in which the scalaron degree of freedom is identified as a
separate scalar field ¢ minimally coupled to the metric governed by the usual Einstein
equations. Different f(R) theories then differ only in the form of the scalaron potential
V(e).

We shall consider stable theories for which f(R) is convex, so that f”(R) > 0 and
f'(R) > 0 in the physical domain of scalar curvatures (see [1-3]). We show that many
considerably simple f(R) theories lead to potentials V' (¢) having a ‘hilltop’ shape in
the domain ¢ > 0, exponentially decreasing to zero as ¢ — oo. The hilltop, depending
on the parameters of the theory, can be more or less extended in ¢-space, which results
in a flattened hilltop, or tabletop. In the Starobinsky model, this tabletop acquires the
form of a plateau which extends to infinity. Inflation in such theories is accompanied
by the quantum diffusion of the scalaron in the plateau region, and a universe of
our type emerges in spatial regions in which the scalaron eventually rolls down to
the stable minimum at ¢ = 0 (corresponding to R = 0 in the Jordan frame), where
it reheats the universe. The spatial regions that end up in the asymptotic domain
¢ — oo run either into a ‘Big-Rip’ singularity, or to an eternally inflating universe.
Eternal inflation is typical of all models in which f(R) diverges at a finite value of
the scalar curvature R = R,,, while Big-Rip singularity is characteristic of models
with f(R) o R with a > 1 as R — oco. All such models exhibit asymptotically
vanishing effective gravitational coupling, Geg = G/f'(R) — 0, in the Jordan frame
in the corresponding limit, implying vanishing gravitational interaction of matter and
gravitons (see Appendix A).

Models with simple hilltop scalaron potentials appear in those f(R) theories that
have a single mass scale, while flattened hilltops (tabletops) appear in models contain-
ing several different mass scales, such as f(R) = R+ R?/m? + R3*/m] with m; > m.
In terms of inflationary predictions for the primordial power spectrum, tabletop mod-
els agree well with the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB), while simple hilltops
generally fail to reproduce the CMB power spectrum. Thus, from the inflationary per-
spective, the higher-power corrections to the Starobinsky model should be suppressed
in order that the predictions of the theory agree with observations. Regarding f(R)
gravity as a quantum correction to the general relativity theory, this probably gives us
information about the underlying high-energy theory that produces such corrections.?

Our paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the description of f(R)
gravity in the Jordan and Einstein frames. In Sec. 3, we describe the general properties
of the scalaron potential of f(R) gravity, including its hilltop and tabletop features.

2This is equally valid for non-local extensions of f(R) gravity in which a massive scalaron is the
only extra degree of freedom [25, 26].



In Sec. 4, we describe a class of f(R) gravity theories with limiting curvature in the
Jordan frame; they exhibit asymptotically vanishing gravity as this limiting curvature
is approached. Initial conditions for an inflationary universe are briefly discussed in
Sec. 5. In Sec. 6, we study the inflationary evolution towards the stable minimum at
¢ = 0 and determine the parameters characterising the primordial power spectrum
for various models of interest. In Sec. 7, we study the evolution in the region ¢ —
oo of asymptotically vanishing gravity, showing that it runs either into an eternal
inflationary regime or into a Big-Rip singularity depending on the f(R) theory. We
summarise our results in Sec. 8. In Appendix A, we establish the relation between two-
particle scattering amplitudes in the Jordan and Einstein frames and show that two-
graviton scattering cross-section tends to zero in the Jordan frame in the asymptotically
vanishing gravity region. In Appendix B, we construct the scalaron potentials for
theories where f(R) is an odd function of R.

2 Jordan and Einstein frames

In this paper, we use the metric signature convention (—,+,+,+). The action of the
modified gravity theory under consideration is written as

5,= 2 [ dev=g sm), @2.1)

[ 3
Mo =\ 16rc (22)

is a reduced Planck mass,®> with G being Newton’s gravitational constant, so that,
numerically, M, &~ 3 x 10® GeV in units i = ¢ = 1. In general relativity, for(R) =
R—2A, where A is the cosmological constant. It is customary to have the gravitational
coupling constant present explicitly in front of the gravitational action (2.1).

The gravitational action (2.1) describes gravity in the original so-called Jordan
frame of field variables. Variation of the action with respect to the metric results in
the gravitational equations

where

1

f(R) Ry — §f(R)g;w —(V.Vy = g 0) f(R) = 87G T, (2.3)

which can be written as

f(R) (V.V, —g.,0) f'(R)
RV_ v =38 Ge TV, 2.4
AP F(R) ety 24
where Geg = G/ f'(R). Equation (2.4) reduces to the familiar general-relativistic form
1

R/W - §ng = 871G ij (25)

3The Planck mass normalization (2.2) is convenient for the subsequent treatment of the theory in
the Einstein frame, because the scalaron potential then depends on a simple expression e?/Mr [see
(2.15) below].



when f = R. Equation (2.4) serves to illustrate an important point, namely, that, in
modified gravity theories (MOG), the gravitational coupling to matter changes from
G to Gog = G/f'(R). This could have important consequences especially if f* — oo
as R — R,,. In this case, gravity becomes asymptotically vanishing as R — R,,, since
Geg — 0. Compelling MOG theories with the property that f/f — 0 and f' — oo
are discussed later in this paper in Sec. 4.

The left-hand side of (2.3) looks rather complicated since the metric obeys partial
differential equations of the fourth order and, therefore, contains one extra degree of
freedom compared to general relativity. For this reason, it is often more convenient to
proceed to the field frame in which (2.3) acquires the Einstein form, with the additional
degree of freedom materialising as a scalar field.

Proceeding to the Finstein frame, we first write action (2.1) in the form

Sy = % /d4x\/—_g [QR — ()], (2.6)

where (2 is a new dimensionless field, and h((2) is a Legendre transform of f(R). It is
defined by the equations

f(R)=Q = R=R(Q)), (2.7)
h(Q) = [QR — f(R)]R:R(Q) :
The inverse transform allows one to find f(R) given h(Q2), and is obtained by the
variation of (2.6) with respect to

(Q)=R = Q=Q(R), (2.9)
f(R) = [QR = h()] _qp) - (2.10)

These transformations may involve subtleties as to which solution is to be chosen
in (2.7) and (2.9). The solution of these equations is unique for convex functions,
e.g., if f’(R) > 0 everywhere in the domain of validity. This is the stability condition
for f(R) gravity, which we mostly assume to be satisfied. Another stability condition
is f'(R) > 0, which ensures the effective gravitational coupling to be positive in the
Jordan frame, as is clear from (2.4). This condition then implies {2 > 0. For reviews
of these general properties of f(R) gravity, see [1-3].

As a next step, one transforms the action (2.6) so that the term which is linear
in the scalar curvature takes the Einstein form. For this purpose, one performs a
conformal transformation of the metric

Ju = Qilguu . (211)

With this transformation, one gets

M? M3 -
SVeR= PV -

N o

(@an)2+3ﬂan} , (2.12)



in which all new metric-related objects are denoted by tildes. The last term is the
total derivative and can be dropped. The transformed action (2.6) then becomes

_ /d4x\/—_§ {Mg}z My (WHQ)Z —W(Q)] , (2.13)
where
W(Q) = MTI‘?%? . (2.14)

We have thus obtained an Einstein theory of gravity with a minimally coupled
scalar field. To bring it to a canonical form, we introduce a scalar field (scalaron) ¢ by
setting

Q= e¥/Mr (2.15)

Action (2.13) eventually becomes

/d 2v/—§ { “rpo (V(b) (gzﬁ)} , (2.16)
where the scalaron potential V' (¢) is calculated by using (2.8), (2.14) and (2.15):

_ My {5 _ f(R)]
3 (Q 02 |R=R©Q)
Q=0(¢)
The relations (2.9), (2.10) give a solution of the inverse problem of finding f(R)
if V(¢) in the Einstein frame is known by constructing h(2) from (2.14). Both direct
and inverse problems may have subtleties as to which root of the corresponding equa-
tions (2.7) and (2.9) one should pick. Several branches of solutions may arise when
proceeding from the Jordan frame to the Einstein frame (see below).
Using relations (2.7) and (2.8), it is easy to establish that the scalaron potential
will have an extremum, with V'(¢) = 0, at the Jordan-frame value of R which satisfies

Rf'(R) = 2f(R). (2.18)

The scalaron mass squared, mi = V"(¢), at this extremum is given by

1 1 R 1 1 R?
2 _ = _ — = — ) 2.19
B [f”(R) f’(R)] 3 [f”(R) 2f(R)} 219
If mi > 0, then this is a local minimum. Note that the scalaron potential as a function
of R is given by [see (2.17)]

(2.17)

M2
U(R) =V (6(R)) = { ¥

(2.20)

A _f(R)]

(B)  (f(R)
This, in particular, implies that proceeding from Lagrangian f(R) to —f(—R) just
produces an inverted potential V(¢) — —V(¢).

The stress-energy tensor of matter in the Einstein frame is related to that in the

Jordan frame by )
T =Q7'T, = e ?MT,, . (2.21)



3 General properties of the scalaron potential

In this section, we establish the typical qualitative behaviour of the scalaron potential
(2.17). If we assume that the function f(R) has a general analytic behaviour in the
neighbourhood of R = 0, then we can expand it in powers of R:

2

f(R):—2A+R+%+..., (3.1)

where A is the cosmological constant, and m is a parameter of dimension mass. With
the cosmological constant being small, one can see from (2.18) and (2.19) that the
theory has a stable minimum at R ~ 4A with the scalaron mass squared mi =m?/6+
O(A). Neglecting the cosmological constant and truncating (3.1) at the term R?, one
obtains the famous Starobinsky model [5, 23] that was the basis of one of the first
inflationary models of the universe. The scalaron potential (2.17) in this case is [27]

M2 2
V(g) = ’1’? (1— e o/M)? (3.2)
so that .
V(g)m msmid?, for 6 < My, (3.3)

where m ~ v/6 x 107° M, is set by CMB observations. All modified gravity models
of the form (3.1) possessing a non-vanishing R? term in f(R) will lead to potentials
having a similar quadratic behaviour near the minimum of V(¢). This feature of the
potential is of importance since, after the end of inflation, the scalaron will oscillate
around ¢ = 0 thereby reheating the universe in the conventional manner (i.e., either
through perturbative reheating or via non-perturbative resonance-like preheating).

Let us now consider the asymptotic properties of the scalaron potential (2.17) as
¢ — o00. Since we have f”(R) > 0 by assumption, the derivative f’(R) is growing
with R. Assuming that it grows unbounded as R — oo, by virtue of (2.7) and (2.15),
the functions Q(R) and ¢(R) will also be growing and tending to infinity as R — oo.
The asymptotic behaviour of the scalaron potential will then be determined by the
behaviour of expression (2.20) in the limit of large R.

1. As a first example, consider the case f(R) ~ R'/m?* at large R, where m
is a mass parameter needed for dimensional reasons. The stability condition
f"(R) > 0 requires « > 0. The potential (2.20) in this case asymptotically

behaves as - )
M-m a R\ ¢
p
~ — ) A4
U(R) 5 01 ay <m2> (3.4)
In terms of the scalaron ¢, one obtains
M?m? a 1 o
p
V ~ ——1]—1. .

(9) 3 (1+a)ltl/e P {(a ) Mp] (3:5)



For a« = 1 (which includes the Starobinsky model), the scalaron potential is
asymptotically flat; for a < 1, it is growing, while for o > 1, it asymptotically
declines to zero. Such potentials have been studied in [28-30] and other papers.
From these relations, it is clear that MOG models with Lagrangians f(R) which

are analytic at R = 0 and grow faster than R?* as R — oo will give rise to ‘hilltop’
scalaron potentials in the domain ¢ > 0.

. As a concrete example from the above category, consider the MOG model

f(R):R[H— ! <£>n] (3.6)

n+1\m2

for positive n. Equation (2.7) in this case reads

1+ <£)n ~Q. (3.7)

m2
Its solution in the domain R > 0 is given by
R(Q) =m?(Q—1)"", (3.8)

and the potential (2.14) in this region (€ > 1) is

CMZTR(Q) f(RQ)]  MZm? 1\ (Q— 1)

. (3.9)

From (3.8) and (3.9), one can see that the theory actually makes sense for all
signs of R and values of Q if either n or 1/n is an odd integer. For even integer
n, the function f(R) becomes odd, and one can extend the solution to the region
) < 1 as described in Appendix B. The scalaron potential is then found to be

n 1
M2m? 1 (e?/Mr — 1)1+1/ e 2¢/My  odd n or -

sign (¢) (el?V/M» — 1)1+l/n e 2e/Mp  even n.
(3.10)

For large values of ¢ > 0, one finds

V($) o exp K% _ 1) Mi] | (3.11)

p

Therefore, for n > 1, V(¢) declines to zero as ¢ — oo resulting in a hilltop
potential. For n < 1, on the other hand, V(¢) grows exponentially with ¢ and
can give rise to power law inflation which is ruled out by CMB observations
(24, 31]. The value n = 1 implies that at large values of ¢ the potential is
described by a plateau with V(¢) — constant, which is a key feature of the
Starobinsky inflation (3.2).



In the neighbourhood of ¢ = 0, the potential (3.10) has the form V(¢) oc ¢!+1/m
for odd n or 1/n. It is well known that the averaged equation of state (EOS)
during oscillations of the scalar field about the minimum of a potential having
the form V(¢) o< ¢? is [32]

p—1
We) = —— . 3.12
(ws) D1 (3.12)
Substituting p = % (1 + %), one gets
1—n
= 3.13

implying (ws) = 0 for n = 1 and —1/3 < (w,) < 0 for n > 1. In other words,
the EOS of the oscillating scalar can become negative for large values of n which
makes it prone to the onset of instabilities, as noted in [33]. For n < 1, the
reverse is true since (wy) > 0. In this case, the EOS of the oscillating scalar is
positive and can become ‘radiation-like’ with (wy) = 1/3 for n = 1/3.

. Our third example is provided by the MOG model
f(R) = Re™™ (3.14)

The function f(R) now grows faster than any power of R. Equation (2.7) in this
case reads

R RmQ
(1+ﬁ)e m* = Q. (3.15)

The function on the left-hand side is monotonic in the domain where it is positive,
and the solution R(£2) is unique. It is given by

R(Q) = m? [w(eQ) — 1] , (3.16)

where w(x) is the Lambert function, which is a solution of the equation = we®.
The scalaron potential is determined to be

MEm® [uw(eQ) — 1

Mgm? fuw (2 h) 1)
3 Qu(ef) ‘

3 w (e¢/Mp+1) ’
(3.17)

and is plotted in Fig. 1 together with potential (3.2) of the Starobinsky model.
Asymptotically, it behaves as

V(g) =

Q=e?/Mp

2,42
V(p) ~ Mym? (Mi — 1nMi> e~ ¢Mo Mi > 1. (3.18)

P P P
In the opposite limit ¢ — —oo, or 2 — 0, the scalaron potential typically grows
unbounded. Indeed, according to (2.7), this corresponds to f'(R) — 0, and the
second term in (2.20) then dominates and tends to infinity. In the Starobinsky
model (3.1), this takes place at R = —m?/2, and in the exponential model (3.14)



L ¢/M,

Figure 1: Potential (3.2) of the Starobinsky model (blue) and the ‘hilltop’ potential
(3.17) (orange) plotted in units M m?/3.

-1 1 2 3 4 5

at R = —m?. In both these cases, the potential steeply grows as V(¢) oc e~ 20/ Mp
for large negative values of ¢. This can also be observed in Fig. 1.

Generalising (3.14), suppose the function f(R) has an asymptotic form

6
F(R) o Roe(B/m?) (3.19)
as R — oo, with @ > 0 and S > 0. In this case, we will have, asymptotically,

2\5
f'(R) = e?/Mr Ro+B-1(R/m?)" R o ¢Y7. (3.20)

The first term in the potential (2.17) will dominate at large ¢, and we will have
V($) oxx R(p)e#Mr oc pt/Be=9/Mp (3.21)
Asymptotic evolution for potentials of this form will be considered in Sec. 7.1.

4. MOG models containing several scales

MOG models with several mass scales have the attractive feature of flattening
the hilltop and producing an extended plateau which we refer to as a tabletop.

Consider, for instance, the MOG model obtained by adding a cubic term to (3.1):
R* R
f(R):R—i-ﬁ—l—%, (3.22)

1

with my > m. The scalaron potential can be calculated analytically:

_ 2MpPmy 3

V() = St o) [s() + 5] (3.29
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Figure 2: The tabletop potential corresponding to Lagrangian (3.22) with m; = M,
and m = 1072M,, in units M;l /3. Note that values of ¢ close to the hilltop can result

in inflation. However if ¢ subsequently rolls towards ¢ — oo then the universe will
encounter a future ‘Big-Rip’ singularity in the Jordan frame, as shown in Sec. 7.2.

where

my

s(¢) = \/1 + 3—7"44 (e#/Mp — 1) — 1, (3.24)

and its shape is shown in Fig. 2 (in units M, /3) for my = M, and m = 107> M,,.
For smaller values of m, the tabletop will be more extended. In fact, the left-
hand slope of the plateau is similar to that of the Starobinsky model, while the
right-hand slope decreases asymptotically as
2M4
V(p) = —Re ¢/2Mp 3.25
@)~ 52 (3.25)
We will see in Sec. 7.2 that, if the inflaton rolls towards the right, then this model
will ultimately encounter a future ‘Big-Rip’ singularity in the Jordan frame.

4 Asymptotically vanishing gravity

We have already mentioned that, as f'(R) tends to infinity (either at finite or at
infinite curvature R), the effective gravitational coupling Geg = G/ f'(R) vanishes; see
(2.4). This is also clear from (2.11) and (2.21), with the latter demonstrating that
the energy density and pressure of matter acquire the factor Q2 = e 2¢/™» in the
Einstein frame, vanishing in the limit ¢ — oo, corresponding to f'(R) — oo by virtue
of (2.7). Gravitational interaction vanishes in this limit not only for matter but also
for gravitons. In particular, as we show in Appendix A, the two-graviton scattering
cross-section with fixed collision energy £ in the Jordan frame behaves as 0 ~ G%; 2,
vanishing in the limit Gz — 0.

~10 -



An interesting special class of MOG models are those for which both f(R) and
f'(R) become infinite at a finite value of R = R,,, > 0. The scalar curvature R,, is then
the maximal scalar curvature in the Jordan frame. We assume a naturalness condition

lim f(R)
R F(R)

~0. (4.1)

In this case, the scalaron potential (2.17) has the asymptotic form

M?R,, MZR )
V(p) ~ —L 0 — TP =g/ My —>1. 4.2
O~ =5 "™ > (42)

As will be shown in Sec. 7.1, scalaron potentials with the asymptotic behaviour (4.2)
will result in eternal inflation in the region ¢ > M,. Let us give some examples.

e Qur first example is the MOG model

R o 1+ (B—1)R/Rn
T T T e

f(R) = : (4.3)

with 5 > 0. Equation (2.7) then gives, asymptotically,

1/(B+1)
P = <g> ] Y
The scalaron potential is calculated to be

a —R/Rm)ﬁﬂ =Q = R=R,
1/(B+1)
B+l (L) ] | (45)

MR,
V1= 5000)

B \Q(9)

reproducing (4.2) in the asymptotic region Q(¢) = e®» > .

As a particular case, consider model (4.3) with § = 1. Equation (2.7) in the
domain R < R,, has the solution

R(Q) = Ry, (1 _ %) , (4.6)

with the corresponding scalaron potential resembling a hilltop

_ MR, ( Q(¢) — 1)2 _ MR

Mmoo _¢/My (1 —¢/2Mpy)2
3 20 5 ¢ ¢/ (1—e / ), (4.7)

V(o)

which is shown in Fig. 3 in blue. For large values of ¢ > M,, this potential has
the asymptotic form V(¢) oc e=¢/M» whose significance will be discussed later in
Sec. 7.

The MOG model (4.3) with § = 2 is also solvable analytically, but the expression
for the scalaron potential is rather complicated. The corresponding potential is
shown in Fig. 3 in orange.

— 11 =
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Figure 3: Scalaron potentials corresponding to theory (4.3) with § = 1 (blue) and
B =2 (orange) in units M}R,,/3.

e An analytically solvable example of asymptotically vanishing gravity with two
mass scales is provided by the rational function

(R) _Rl—l—R/m2

= Rz (4.8)

If my > m, then this model reproduces the Starobinsky model for |R| < m?. It
also has a pole at R = m?. The scalaron potential for (4.8) is given by

2
M3?*m? 2 2
Vig) = 2™ p-sert <\/e¢/Mp P ﬁ) T

m m2

V(¢) interpolates between the Starobinsky-model potential when m; — oo, and
the potential (4.7) with R,, = m? when m — oo. In fact, (4.9) has a typical
‘hilltop’ form already at m; >~ m.

For m; > m, at intermediate values
2
1< /M T (4.10)
m
the potential resembles a tabletop of height V' ~ ]\4§m2 /12. The right-hand slope
of the tabletop decreases asymptotically in accordance with (4.2):
2
M,

2 2
/My oMy 5, T
—_— —. 4.11
3¢ , e > — (4.11)

V(g) ~

The scalaron potential (4.9) is shown in Fig. 4 (in units M, /3) for my = M, and
m = 107?M,,. For smaller values of m, the tabletop region is more extended.

- 12 —
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Figure 4: The tabletop potential corresponding to the MOG Lagrangian (4.8), namely
(4.9) with my = M, and m = 107°M,, in units M, /3. Note that values of ¢ close to the
hilltop will result in inflation. An inflaton moving towards the left, to smaller values
of ¢, will subsequently oscillate around ¢ = 0 resulting in post-inflationary reheating.
However if the inflaton rolls towards the right then the universe will begin to inflate
eternally in the Jordan frame when ¢ — oo (this is further discussed in Sec. 7.2).
Therefore, two dramatically different future possibilities are permitted by potentials of
the type (4.9).

5 Initial conditions for an inflationary universe

We have shown that hilltop scalaron potentials (with or without an extended plateau),
are generic in inflationary models based on f(R) gravity. The question of initial con-
ditions naturally arises for this class of models. A common wisdom is that such a
universe could be created in the region ¢ > 0 in the Einstein frame. Assuming this,
and adopting the tunnelling boundary conditions [23, 34-41], we will have, for the
logarithm of the probability of creation,
327T2M;1
InPe(¢) ~ ) (5.1)
In this case, the universe is most likely to be created with the largest possible value of
the potential; hence, in the inflationary region ¢ > 0, the scalaron initially will most
likely be at the hilltop of its potential.
During quantum tunnelling, the universe in the Einstein frame is created spatially
closed with the initial scale factor (size)

2
V(e)

The initial velocity of the scalaron in this approximation is distributed around zero
with dispersion (¢?) < V(¢). For all practical purposes, when extrapolating the wave

a(6) = M, (5.2)
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function to the creation point, one can assume initial conditions (5.2) and ¢ = 0 (which
jointly imply H = 0) at some initial value of ¢ close to (but away from) the maximum
of the potential V(¢). These initial conditions can lead to a period of slow-roll inflation,
during which the spatial curvature of the universe quickly becomes unimportant.

Regardless of the specific theory of quantum creation of the universe, quantum
limitations on the classical initial conditions for chaotic inflation in models with mod-
ified gravity were recently discussed in [42, 43]. The idea of this analysis consists in
considering an initial patch of the universe in the Jordan frame and determine the
natural limiting energy-density scale p in this frame. For the f(R) models (2.1), this
gives

p~ M2f(R). (5.3)

By virtue of (2.11) and (2.21), the corresponding energy-density scale p in the Einstein
frame is given by

o f(R)
p=Q7p~ M~ ~U(R) =V(9), (54)
PR
where U(R) was defined in (2.20). Therefore, the limiting classical energy scale in the
initial patch in the Einstein frame is comparable to the value of the scalaron potential,
making the inflationary regime quite probable. The spatial size ¢ of the initial classical
patch in the Einstein frame is limited from below by

02 p M~ VY g). (5.5)

Since typically one has V(¢) < M,, the size (5.2) of a closed quantum-mechanically
created universe satisfies this constraint with a large margin.

During inflation, the scalar field experiences quantum diffusion [34, 44]. If infla-
tion commences somewhere in the region where the potential is plateau-like as shown
in Fig. 4, then diffusion will proceed effectively in both directions, and a random hypo-
thetical observer in such a universe will have equal chances of moving either towards
the usual inflationary slope to the left with relaxation at the stable point ¢ = 0, or
towards the asymptotic region ¢ — oo to the right. Approximating the plateau by a
flat potential, the respective chances will be proportional to the distance in the ¢-space
from the scalar initial position on the plateau to the commencement of the slope in
the two complementary directions. From this perspective, the chances for a random
observer to evolve to the right slope and to the left slope are practically equally high.
Note, however, that quantum diffusion being a branching process in the inflationary
universe, the appearance of both type of regions in the universe as a whole is almost a
certainty.

In this world picture, those regions of the universe that eventually diffuse to the
left of the plateau resemble, after reheating, the universe which we observe. We will
study this evolution in the next section. In Sec. 7, we will show that those regions that
diffuse to the right end up either in an eternally inflating universe (as in the case of
f(R) with limiting curvature) or in a Big-Rip singularity.

14 —



6 Primordial power spectra from f(R) inflation

In this section, we examine the evolution of the scalar field as it rolls down the left
slope of the hilltop/tabletop. In this case the universe ends up in a stable state around
¢ = 0. We are going to determine the parameters of the inflationary primordial power
spectra for our models and make conclusions about their viability. First, we shall
consider simple hilltop models with a single mass scale m, and then models with two
mass scales m and m; whose scalaron potentials resemble flattened hilltops (tabletops).

Our numerical results describe a spatially closed universe with the initial condi-
tions prescribed as indicated in the previous section after equation (5.2). We consider
the initial values of ¢ such that inflation lasts long enough to solve the flatness problem.

We shall focus our attention to the homogeneous and isotropic FRW universe with

the metric
ds* = —dt* + a*(t) ds?, (6.1)

where ds? is the metric of the homogeneous isotropic three-space with curvature la-
belled by x = 0,£1. We denote the metric variables in the Einstein frame by a tilde.
For a given scalaron potential V' (¢), the Einstein’s equations lead to

2

- a 1 k
H=(=-) = - — 6.2
(a) M2 T G2 (6.2)
a 1
==~ Pet30s) (6.3)
p

where a is the scale factor in the Einstein frame, and the overdot denotes the derivative
with respect to the implicit time variable, in this case t. The expressions for density
pg and pressure p, are given by

1

po =50 +V(9) , (6:4)
Py = 36252 - V(9), (6.5)

and the scalaron (inflaton) equation of motion is given by
G+3Hp+V'(¢) =0, (6.6)

where V'(¢) = dV/d¢. We definite the Hubble slow-roll parameters g, ng as

€H:—£, T]H:—%, (67)

and the potential slow-roll parameters €, 7,, as

M2 V! 2 2M2 Vv
- (v) - (63)
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As described in the previous section, we consider ‘typical’ or ‘most-likely’ initial con-
ditions for inflation set by quantum creation closer to the hilltop maximum, hence
the effects of a spatial curvature on the inflation dynamics in the asymptotic future
(corresponding to the Hubble-exit epoch of CMB scales) are negligible. The condi-
tion for inflation, é/ a > 0, translates to ez < 1. Under the slow-roll approximation
em, Ny < 1, we have ey >~ ¢, and nyg ~ 1, — €,. The scalar and tensor power spectra
under slow-roll approximation are given by

N N
3 H 1 3 H
P, = — | — P.=—|— 6.9
51672 (Mp> €’ Tow? (Mp> ’ (6.9)
with the corresponding spectral indices
ns—1:2nH—4eH, nT:—ZeH. (610)

The tensor-to-scalar ratio is given by
r=106¢€y. (6.11)

Note that Mp2 = 3/167w(G, as mentioned earlier. It is customary to test the pre-
dictions for {n,,r} of a given potential V' (¢) against the CMB data. In what follows,
we will carry out the same for the scalaron potentials corresponding to the important
MOG models discussed in this work. We note that for single mass scale hilltop mod-
els, the parameters {n,,r} are rather insensitive to the mass scale m, which sets the
overall normalisation of the power spectrum. For models with two mass scales m and
my, parameters {n,,r} are sensitive to their ratio, namely m,/m.

6.1 Model |f(R)= Ref™

For model (3.14), the scalaron potential is given by (3.17). Using the properties of the
Lambert function w(z), we derive expressions for the scalaron potential and its first
two derivatives to be

m2M? 1
V(g) = 3PP+E—45W%, (6.12)
m*M? 1 2
V,(¢) = 3 P M 3—w— E:| €_¢/Mp s (613)
p
m*M? 1 [4—w—3w?+wd
" — p - —¢ /M, 14
V(o) 3]@{ w (1 +w) }6 ’ (6.14)

s
where w = w (e)) = w(eMp+1). Using these expressions, the slow-roll parameters can
be written as

1 [3—w—27"
M@Zg;ﬁ%ﬁ}, (6.15)
o[ 4—w—3uw?+w
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The scalaron potential (6.12) is plotted in the top panel of Fig. 5, along with the
Starobinsky potential (3.2). The blue-colour star indicates the position of the CMB
pivot scale ¢, which happens to be very close to the top of the hill. The slow-roll
parameters €y, |ny| are plotted in the bottom panel in green and red colour curves
respectively. While ey < 1 at early times, its value is rapidly increasing leading
to a relatively large value of the second slow-roll parameter |ng| ~ O(1), as can
be seen from the figure. Hence, slow-roll is not a very accurate approximation for
this potential. Nevertheless, the slow-roll approximated value of n, near the CMB
pivot scale is ng, — 1 ~ —0.8 which indicates that the scalar power spectrum is highly
red-tiled and hence this model is quite incompatible with the latest CMB 20 bound
0.957 <n, <0.976.

R

6.2 Model f(R) = TW

For model (4.3), the scalaron potential for 5 = 1 is given by (4.7). Setting R, = m?,

we have
M?m?
V(9) = —h—e M (1 - em0/2Mp)? (6.17)
This potential is illustrated in the top panel of Fig. 6 along with the potential (3.2) of
the Starobinsky model with the same value of m. The blue-colour star indicates the
position of the CMB pivot scale ¢, which happens to be very close to the top of the
hill.

The slow-roll parameters ey, |ny| are plotted in the bottom panel in green and red
colour curves respectively. While ey < 1 at early times, its value is rapidly increasing
leading to a relatively large value of the second slow-roll parameter |ng| ~ O(1), as
can be seen from the figure (similarly to the case discussed for the potential (6.12)).
Hence, slow-roll is not a very accurate approximation for this potential. Nevertheless,
the slow-roll approximated value of n, near the CMB pivot scale is n, —1 >~ —1.3 which
indicates that the scalar power spectrum is highly red-tiled and hence this model is
quite incompatible with the latest CMB 20 bound 0.957 < n, < 0.976.

We observe that simple hilltop models with one mass scale m fail to give a reason-
able value of the spectral index ng. The reason for this is that the scalaron potential
of such models has a maximum around which it behaves quadratically:

V(o) = Vi — %/ﬁ (Ag) (6.18)

where A¢p = ¢ — ¢,,,, and ¢,,, is the position of the maximum. For potentials of the
type under consideration, we have

Vin ~ 1072m? M p? ~ 107t m?. (6.19)
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Figure 5: Top panel shows the scalaron potential (6.12) for the model f(R) =
Ref/™ in green colour (along with the scalaron potential (3.2) of the Starobinsky
model f(R) = R + R?*/m? in red colour). The potential exhibits a maximum for
intermediate values of ¢ and a minimum at ¢ = 0, while it falls off exponentially for
¢ > M,,. The blue-colour star indicates the position of the CMB pivot scale ¢,, which
happens to be very close to the hilltop maximum, while ¢. marks the end of inflation.
The slow-roll parameters ey and |ng| are plotted in the bottom panel in green and
red colour curves respectively. This scalaron potential produces a highly red-tilted
scalar power spectrum which does not satisfy the CMB constraints.

The pivot scale ¢, for such potentials happens to be very close to the maximum ¢,,,
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and the slow-roll parameters (6.8) at this scale are then estimated as

40 ‘
10 (A¢)’ —5» for potential (3.17)
voeTr bRy (6.20)
: —3 for potential (6.17)

The parameter |ny| is thus of the order of a few, and the spectral index in the slow-roll
approximation is estimated as |ng — 1| = 2|ny| ~ a few, far off the value obtained from
the CMB observations.

The next two models have two mass scales m and my; they tend to the Starobinsky
model as m; — oo and, therefore, can fit observations very well.

1+ R/m?

6.3 Model =R——
odel |f(R) Rl—R/m%

For model (4.8), the scalaron potential is given by (4.9):

M2
=258 o, [ fm 2T

For this potential, the CMB observables {n,,r} are sensitive to the ratio m;/m
of the two mass scales in the Lagrangian (while the CMB normalisation fixes the value
of m or my for a given ratio). For m; > m, the potential is almost identical to the
potential of the Starobinsky model in the field range e?Mr < m?/m?2. It falls off
exponentially for e?/Mr > m?/m?. As we decrease the ratio m;/m from a large value
towards unity, the potential starts to deviate from that of the Starobinsky model and
slowly loses its tabletop feature. This is demonstrated in Fig. 7.

From Fig. 7, we notice that when m; < 80m (roughly), the hilltop model starts
to deviate substantially from the Starobinsky potential (in the region probed by the
CMB, i.e., for ¢ = ¢, ~ 4.5M,). Our numerical analysis shows that for m; > 190 m,
the {ng,r} predictions of this model resemble those of the Starobinsky inflation, while
for m; < 78 m, the model becomes incompatible with the CMB data. The {ng,r} flow
lines are illustrated in figure 8.

R? R3
6.4 Model |f(R)=R + —+—

1

For model (3.22), the scalaron potential is given by (3.23):

2 M}m}

81 mb

V(o) = 0 2() [0+ 3

with s(¢) = \/1+ 3m?*/m{ (e®/M» — 1) — 1. For this potential, the CMB observables
{ng,r} are sensitive to the ratio m;/m of the two mass scales in the Lagrangian (while
the CMB normalisation fixes the value of m or m; for a given ratio). For m; > m,
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Figure 6: Top panel shows the scalaron potential (4.7) for the model f(R) = %

in green colour (along with the scalaron potential (3.2) of the Starobinsky model
f(R) = R+ R?*/m? in red colour). The potential exhibits a maximum for intermediate
values of ¢ and a minimum at ¢ = 0, while it falls off exponentially for ¢ > M,,. The
blue-colour star indicates the position of the CMB pivot scale ¢,, which happens to be
very close to the hilltop maximum, while ¢. marks the end of inflation. The slow-roll
parameters ey and |ny| are plotted in the bottom panel in green and red colour
curves respectively. This scalaron potential produces a highly red-tilted scalar power
spectrum which does not satisfy the CMB constraints.

the potential exhibits an extended plateau and is almost identical to the Starobinsky
potential for small ¢ values. At large field values V' (¢) falls off exponentially so that the
resulting potential resembles a tabletop. As we decrease the ratio m;/m from a large
value towards unity, the potential starts to deviate from the Starobinsky potential and
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Figure 7: This is a plot of the scalaron potential (4.9) for different values of the
parameter m; with fixed m (along with the scalaron potential of the Starobinsky model
plotted in dashed grey colour). Here, ¢ marks the end of inflation. For m; > m, the
potential begins to resemble a flattened hilltop at the CMB scale ¢ = ¢, ~ 4.5 M,, and
makes predictions for CMB observables which are identical to those of the Starobinsky-
model for e?/Mr < m?/m?. Note that this model satisfies CMB constraints for m; >
8m.

looses its tabletop feature. This is demonstrated in Fig. 9.

From Fig. 9, we notice that when m; < 10m (roughly), the hilltop model starts
to deviate substantially from the Starobinsky potential (in the region probed by the
CMB, i.e., for ¢ = ¢, ~ 4.5M,). Our numerical analysis shows that, for m; > 20m,
the {ng,r} predictions of this model resemble those of the Starobinsky inflation, while
for my < 9m, the model becomes incompatible with the CMB data. The {ng,r} flow
lines are illustrated in Fig. 10. From Figs. 8 and 10, we can conclude that the {n,,r}
predictions of the MOG models (3.23) and (4.9) are quite similar.

We note that this model has also been considered previously in [45-48], in which
similar constraints on m; were obtained, namely, m; > 6.8 m [46], m; > 7.8 m [47], and
my > 9m [48]. A small difference between the bound in [46] and our bound m; > 9m
(coinciding with that of [48]) is due to the shrinking of the allowed ng values from
WMAP to Planck.

From the above examples, we see that models with one mass scale typically fail to
satisfy the observational CMB constraints while those with several mass scales, capable
of incorporating a plateau/tabletop in the scalaron potential, can be compatible with
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Figure 8: This figure is a plot of the tensor-to-scalar ratio r versus the scalar spectral
index ng for the model (4.8) with the scalaron potential (4.9) (the thinner and thicker
curves correspond to N, = 50, 60 respectively). The latest CMB 20 bound 0.957 <
ng < 0.976 and the upper bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio r < 0.036 are indicated
by the shaded grey colour region. Predictions of the model approach that of the
Starobinsky model for m; > 190 m. Upon decreasing the ratio m;/m in the potential
(4.9), the values of both r and ng decrease and eventually n, becomes incompatible
with the CMB data for m; < 78 m.

observations just like the Starobinsky model. Regarding f(R) as a general relativity
theory with quantum corrections, the fact that higher powers of curvature should
be sufficiently suppressed may be taken as an information about the nature of the
underlying quantum field theory. This interesting issue lies beyond the scope of our

paper.
7 Evolution towards asymptotically vanishing gravity

As we have already noted, the observable universe corresponds to the stable region
around ¢ = 0, which ¢(t) reaches after rolling down the left slope of the hilltop/tabletop
potential. However, the asymptotic region at ¢ — oo is also interesting since it corre-
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Figure 9: This is a plot of the scalaron potential (3.23) for different values of the
parameter m; with fixed m (along with the scalaron potential of the Starobinsky model
plotted in dashed grey colour). Here, ¢ marks the end of inflation. For m; > m, the
potential begins to resemble a flattened hilltop at the CMB scale ¢ = ¢, ~ 4.5 M,, and
makes predictions for CMB observables which are identical to those of the Starobinsky-
model for e?/Mr < m?/m?. Note that this model satisfies CMB constraints for m; >
9m.

sponds to the region of asymptotically vanishing gravity. In this section, we will study
the general features of this region.

7.1 Asymptotic eternal inflation and Big-Rip

We first consider an important subclass of MOG theories, including (4.3) and (4.8), in
which f(R) monotonically blows up at R = R, = m?. In this case, as we have seen
earlier, the scalaron potential has the universal asymptotic form (4.2):

2,2
Mim

V(o) ~ =L

The dynamical equations (6.6), (6.2) in this case, neglecting the spatial curvature
(which is justified in the asymptotic future) read

e My p> M, . (7.1)

. ~ . 1

¢+ 3Hp — gMmeG_WM” =0, (7.2)

_ 1 (1., 1

H? = (—¢2 + - 2m26_¢/MP) , (7.3)
2M2 \ 2 37
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Figure 10: This figure is a plot of the tensor-to-scalar ratio r versus the scalar spectral
index n, for the model (3.22) with the scalaron potential (3.23) (the thinner and
thicker curves correspond to N, = 50, 60 respectively). The latest CMB 20 bound
0.957 < ng < 0.976 and the upper bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio r < 0.036
are indicated by the shaded grey colour region. Predictions of this model approach
those of the Starobinsky model for m; > 70m. Upon decreasing the ratio m;/m in
the potential (3.23), the values of both r and n, decrease and eventually ng becomes
incompatible with the CMB data for m; < 9m.

where H = a/a. It is convenient to proceed to the dimensional variables & = ¢/M,
and 7 = mt. Equations (7.2) and (7.3) then reduce to

é+3ﬁf—%e£:0, (7.4)
g Ll 1
H?_z(f?+f ), (7.5)

where an overdot now denotes the derivative with respect to 7.
Next, we look for solutions of (7.4) and (7.5) having the form

€= Ae /2, (7.6)

which implies
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where the integration constant has been absorbed by shifting the origin of time 7.
Substituting (7.7) into (7.4) and (7.5), we obtain an algebraic equation for the constant
A, with the solution A = 1/2v/3. The Friedmann equation (7.5) then reduces to

H==, a(f) «7®. (7.8)

2N w

Note that, according to (7.6), we get the following equations in terms of the
Einstein-frame time variable ¢

19 . 9V(9)

(7.9)

. Mym —¢/2M, o1 F72

These are typical slow-roll inflation relations, with the replacement V' — 9V/8. Note
that, in the asymptotic region ¢ > M, according to (7.9),

: e

P oy (7.10)

H? Vi(9)

so that the regular roll-down of the scalaron dominates over quantum diffusion.
Proceeding to the Jordan frame is easy: the metric is simply multiplied by
e~?/Mp — ¢=¢ The scale factor in the Jordan frame is, therefore,

a=e 07, (7.11)

Thus, the universe is expanding in the Jordan frame. The Jordan-frame time 7 is
related to the Einstein frame time 7 via

2d7 2
dT:e_fmd%:A—; = T:ZIH%. (7.12)
Hence, in the Jordan frame, one finds
aox 72 o AT = et = /23 =" (7.13)

This is an asymptotically de Sitter solution with the Hubble constant determined by
m. It describes eternal exponential inflation in the Jordan frame.

It may be noted that our solution is future geodesically complete both in the
Einstein and in the Jordan frame.

Next, let us consider general theories where f(R) grows faster than any power as
R — o00. An example of such a class of theories is given by (3.19) with the asymptotics
of the scalaron potential given by (3.21):

U Mgm? o N ¢
Vo)~ —3 (ﬁ) e VAt (7.14)

p p
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where we have denoted 2w = 1/5. Analogues of (7.4) and (7.5) now read

£ +3ﬁ5—%gzwe—5 =0, (7.15)
2 1 1 L2 1 2w —&
H* = 5 <2§ +3§ e ) : (7.16)

We can look for asymptotic solutions of (7.15) and (7.16) having the form
£ = Atwe8/2, (7.17)

which asymptotically implies

1 .
f—we§/2 = 5147:7 5 =

NN

(7.18)

From (7.15), the algebraic equation for the constant A remains to be the same as
before, with the result A = 1/2v/3. Solution (7.8) in the Einstein frame also remains
intact: 5

H= =, a(f)x 73, (7.19)

However, the scale factor in the Jordan frame now reads

a=eax Y ~ 7 (In7?) " (7.20)
The Jordan-frame time 7 is related to the Einstein frame time 7 via
2d7 dln 72 —w
dr = ™27 = Z2e = = (7)™ (7.21)
For w < 1, in the Jordan frame, one finds

(1n%2>1_w ~9 [A(lf ) ]1/(1—“’)
= —m = w)T 722
e , (7.22)
a o 72 (ln %2)_w o e[A(l_w)T]l/(lfw)7'_‘”/(1_”) ) (7.23)

For w = 0, we obtain the previous result (7.13). For theory (3.14) with the asymptotics
of the scalaron potential given by (3.18), we have w = 1/2, and our asymptotical
solution (7.23) describes a super-exponential inflation: a o e(AT/2)? /7.
For w =1, in the Jordan frame, from (7.21) we find
1 ~2 ~2 e
7=—Inln7*, TC=e€" (7.24)

A
a o 7 (In %2)_1 x e AT (7.25)
This is a double-exponential inflation.
For w > 1 (which corresponds to § < 1/2 in (3.19)), the integral of 7 from (7.21)

converges, and we obtain a Big-Rip in the Jordan frame, with the scale factor blowing
up in a finite time 7.
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7.2 Potentials with a general asymptotic exponent

The previous subsection focussed on a potential having the exponential asymptotic
form V(¢) < e=®/M». We now examine the case when (for large positive or negative
values of ¢) the scalaron potential has the form

1

V(g) ~ §M§m2€7w/Mp , >0, v#1. (7.26)

Instead of (7.2) and (7.3), we now have the following Einstein-frame equations:

b+ 3HG— %Mmee—WMp =0, (7.27)

. 1 .

H? = e <¢2 + Mije_W/MP) . (7.28)
p

Introducing & = ¢/M, and 7 = mi, we obtain analogues of equations (7.4) and (7.5):

E43HE - LeE =, 7.29
2
. 1 /.
7= (52 + e_7§> . (7.30)
Again, we look for solutions of the form
: -2
£ = Ae~8/2 o E/2 %A%’ £ = ? (7.31)
Then
1 1
H* = NED 14 ) (7.32)
Substituting (7.31) and (7.32) into (7.29), we obtain an algebraic equation for A:
1 9

Solution in this form exists only for v < 3. In this case, one finds the Einstein-frame

expansion rate to be
3

= = = a(7) o 7377 (7.34)
For v < /3, equation (7.34) describes power-law inflation while, for v > /3, one gets
decelerated expansion. Note that, in both cases, the universe is future geodesically
complete in the Einstein frame.*
In the Jordan frame, the metric is multiplied by e=¢/"» = ¢=¢. The scale factor
in the Jordan frame is, therefore,

a=e a0 7O (7.35)

4 Asymptotic solution (7.34) was obtained in [48] for the cubic model (3.22), in which case v = 1/2
[see (3.25)].
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The Jordan-frame time 7 is related to the Einstein frame time 7 via

F(v=1/v
T , v>1,
— =807 o 75
dr =e ¥%d7 o 77 /7dT = T { %07(177)/7 U < (7.36)
Hence,
B=-"/v(v=1) > 1
=(3-7)/7 T T 7
a o< T x 7.37
{ (10 — T)*(3*7)/v(1*’7) vy <1, (7.37)

Thus, for 1 < v < 3, the universe is expanding eternally in the Jordan frame,
while, for v < 1, it runs into a ‘Big-Rip’ singularity in a finite Jordan time. The
Big-Rip occurs at 7 = 79 when the expansion factor a(7) diverges, as does the Hubble
parameter (and its derivatives).

e As an example, consider evolution on the left-hand slope ¢ < 0 of the potential
(3.2) of the Starobinsky model, where it has an approximate form

V() ~ %Mzmzew/% : (7.38)
This corresponds to v = 2 of the general case considered above. Thus, expansion on
this slope proceeds as a(f) o< £/ in the Einstein frame, which is not inflation since
a < 0. In the Jordan frame, one finds a o t/2.

e Another example is provided by potential (3.10) for integer n. The asymptote
of the potential at ¢/M, > 1 is given by (7.26) with v =1 — 1/n for n > 1. Since
~v < 1, the universe encounters a future ‘Big-Rip’ singularity in the Jordan frame. This
can easily be seen from (7.37), which reduces to (7 = t)

By DA (g gy /) (7.39)

a o (ty —

and demonstrates that a, H, H, R — oo as t — t,. Equation (7.39) is in agreement
with the results of [28, Eq. (28)] and [29, Eq. (26)].

Since v = 1 in the MOG models (3.2), (3.18), (4.7) and (4.9), these models will
exhibit eternal inflation in the asymptotic region ¢ — co. In models (3.5), (3.10) and
(3.23) on the other hand, v < 1, implying that the universe will run into a ‘Big-Rip’
singularity at ¢ — oo. Note that behaviour (7.26) with v > 1 is not encountered in
stable theories in the asymptotic region of ¢ — oo as is clear from the asymptotic
expressions (3.4) and (3.5).

8 Summary

f(R) gravity contains one extra degree of freedom (the scalaron ¢), which was used
to generate inflation in the Starobinsky model [5, 23]. This model contains only lin-
ear (Einstein) and quadratic terms in the scalar curvature, f(R) = R + R?/m?, and
the corresponding scalaron potential in the Einstein frame has one extremum (stable
minimum) at ¢ = 0, with a plateau extending to infinity in ¢-space. We have shown
that f(R) models containing only one free parameter, usually translate into hilltop
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potentials in the Einstein frame, which are ruled out by current CMB observations.
The Starobinsky potential appears to be the sole exception to this rule.

The presence of additional terms of higher order in R typically results in the
scalaron potential acquiring a flattened hilltop or tabletop form, provided the addi-
tional terms enter with relatively small coefficients. An example is given by f(R) =
R+ R?/m? + R3/m} with m; > m. In such a case, evolution towards the stable min-
imum at ¢ = 0 (corresponding to R = 0 in the Jordan frame) proceeds in a manner
similar to that in the Starobinsky model, yielding primordial perturbations which are
in perfect agreement with CMB observations. In the other limiting case when m; ~ m
this potential turns into a hilltop and comes into conflict with CMB constraints. Our
paper provides several new examples of f(R) inflation whose potential in the Ein-
stein frame resembles a tabletop and which satisfy CMB observations. (The stability
condition f”(R) > 0 is complied with in all of our models.)

If f(R) gravity is regarded as a general relativity theory with quantum corrections
producing inflation, then the fact that higher powers of curvature in this model should
be sufficiently suppressed may be taken as an information about the nature of the
underlying quantum field theory. This is relevant also for non-local extensions of f(R)
gravity [25, 26].

If the universe is quantum created with the scalaron at the top of the hill-
top/plateau, then the subsequent evolution of ¢(¢) can proceed either towards the
stable region with ¢ = 0 (to the left of the hill) or towards the asymptotic region
¢ — oo (to the right of the hill). In case of the latter, the subsequent evolution of the
universe will be sensitive to the behaviour of the scalaron potential in the asymptotic
region ¢ — 0o, which, in turn, depends on the behaviour of f(R) at large values of R.
In this case the universe can expand in two distinct ways: (i) either towards a Big-Rip
singularity, at which H, H — oo, or (ii) towards eternal inflation. Eternal exponential
inflation is characteristic of all models in which f(R) diverges at a finite value of the
scalar curvature R = R,,. Big-Rip singularity is characteristic of models which grow
as power law f(R) oc R'™ with a > 1 or exponentially with a slow exponent (3.19)
with § < 1/2 as R — oo. In all such models, gravitational interaction of matter and
gravitons vanishes (Geg — 0) in the Jordan frame in the corresponding limit.

Finally we would like to draw attention to the fact that if a closed universe is
quantum created in the vicinity of a field value that corresponds to the Hubble-exit
of CMB scales, then the effects of a positive spatial curvature will potentially be im-
printed on the low multipole angular power spectrum of CMB [49, 50]. In this case,
quantum fluctuations during inflation must be analysed in a spatially closed back-
ground in order to determine the properties of primordial power spectra. While such
initial conditions may be somewhat fine-tuned, they will nevertheless have important
cosmological implications. Moreover, the curvature term could also become relevant at
late times (closer to the present epoch) depending on the details of reheating and the
post-inflationary dynamics of the universe. Both the primordial and the late time ef-
fects of the spatial curvature could have important consequences for the low multipole
CMB power spectra. We plan to revert to this issue in a future work.
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A Two-particle scattering in the Jordan frame

Consider the process of scattering of two particles on the background of the metric g,
in the Jordan frame, or on the background of the corresponding metric g,,, and scalaron
¢ in the Einstein frame. As usual, we assume the wavelengths of the scattering particles
to be much smaller than the curvature of the background metric or the variation scale
of the scalaron field. The metrics in two frames are related by (2.11), (2.15):

glw _ 6¢/M”glw, g = e—d)/Mpguv. (A.l)

Two-particle scattering is characterised by cross-section, which is the area of an
effective two-surface which both particles should cross in order to scatter. Such an
effective two-surface has the same coordinate extension in two frames, but its area is
measured by the corresponding metric in each frame. From this observation, in view
of the first equation in (A.1), we immediately get

5(E) = e Mg(E), (A.2)

where o and & are the cross-sections, and £ and & are the collision energies of the same
process measured in the Jordan and Einstein frames, respectively.

To relate the collision energies in two frames, we note that a particle is represented
by a wave packet, in which its kinematics is encoded in a phase factor ¢*®) with a
rapidly varying phase S(z). This phase will be the same in two frames (it reflects
the coordinate propagation of the particle wave packet, which is frame-independent).
Hence, the covariant components of the particle four-momentum p, = V,S(x) are the
same in two frames.

Let the four-momenta of the scattering particles be py, and py,. We then have,
using the second relation in (A.1),

£ = 2D1,p20 9" = e—¢/Mp2p1Mp2ng = e ¥ g? (A.3)
From (A.2) and (A.3), we finally obtain

0(E) = e MrG (e70/2Mrg) (A.4)
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This equation is valid for scattering of particles of any nature, and allows one to relate
the corresponding cross-sections in the Einstein and Jordan frames.

Consider now scattering of two gravitons. The corresponding cross-section in the
Einstein frame is determined by the Einstein gravity theory, and its behaviour for
collision energies well below the Planckian energy is known:

G(&) ~ G*E2. (A.5)
Hence, in the Jordan frame, we will have
o(E) = e WMrg(E) ~ e /M G2E: = G2 2 (A.6)

We observe that the graviton scattering cross-section in the Jordan frame is determined
by the effective gravitational coupling Geg = e~ /MG = G/f'(R), vanishing in the
asymptotic region of ¢ — oo, corresponding to f'(R) — oc.

One can arrive at the same conclusion by considering the expansion of the f(R)
Lagrangian in the Jordan frame around the background solution with R = Ry:

F(R) = f(Ro+6R) = f(Ro) + f'(Ro)SR + ... . (A7)

Here, 0 R contains graviton perturbations to all orders. Confining ourselves to the term
linear in 0 R, we see that interaction of gravitons will proceed as in general relativity
theory with the effective coupling Geg = G/ f'(Ro). In view of (A.5), we again obtain
our result (A.6).

Similar cross-sections (A.5), (A.6) will be obtained for the graviton-scalaron scat-
tering. As regards scattering of two scalarons with potential (7.26) (with unrestricted
7) in the asymptotic region, its cross-section due to quartic self-interaction in the
Einstein frame will be of the order

5(E m’! —2v¢/Mp A8
(&) ~ M4<€'26 ) (A.8)

P
In the Jordan frame, we, therefore, will have from (A.4):
5 m e

a<£):0(8>NMT(¢:2€ P, (Ag)

p

from where we find that the cross-section in both frames vanishes in the asymptotic
region when ¢ — oo and Geg — 0.

B Scalaron potential for models with odd f(R)

Some MOG models could have non-unique solutions of equation (2.7), with values of
the associated field €2 being restricted for such solutions. In this case an equivalent
potential in the Einstein frame can be obtained by ‘gluing’ the Einstein frame solutions
on several intervals of the Jordan scalar curvature R.
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This will indeed be the case for all f(R) Lagrangians which are odd in R. The
function f’(R) is then even, and equation (2.7) has at least two solutions. The simplest
example is

RS
R=R+—. B.1
Equation (2.7) and its solutions in this case read
R2
1+— =9, R=+m*V/Q -1, (B.2)
m

where the signs + refer to the respective regions R 2 0. The Legendre transform (2.8)
and potential (2.14) in these regions are given by

B 2m?2 3/2 B 2M§m2

h(€2) = i@(ﬁ — 1), W(Q) =+ B

In both field regions, the value of €2 is restricted to €2 > 1, so that the range of the
scalaron ¢ = M,InQ is ¢ > 0. These two regions can be combined by reversing the
sign of the scalaron field in the region R < 0 and by gluing it with the scalaron in the
region R > 0. We obtain the potential for the scalaron with unrestricted values in the
form

(Q—1)%2. (B.3)

M?m?

V(6) = S2 sign (9) e 2 (ol 1) (B.4)

This potential is continuously differentiable everywhere. It’s plot in units 2AM2m?/9 is
presented in Fig. 11.

V(¢) V()
03f 0.0010 |-
02}

0.0005 -
0.1r

‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ) ‘ ‘ ‘ — $IM
6 ) 2 2 4 6 P 5010 20,005 0.005 0.010 ¢Mp,
0N+

-0.0005 |

—0.3F

-0.0010

Figure 11: Potential (B.4) in units 2M§m2/9. The right plot zooms the central region
so that the extremal point at ¢ = 0 becomes visible.

Similar potentials will be obtained for other odd functions f(R) such as
R 9 R
f(R) = Rsecﬁ, f(R)=m tanﬁ. (B.5)

It is interesting that the critical point R = 0 is not stable for such potentials. The
stable point corresponds to a negative value of the scalar curvature and hence to
anti-de Sitter space. Moreover, the two theories (B.5) will have an absolute limiting
curvature |R| < R, = mm?/2.
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