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Abstract

We provide a detailed study of natural inflation with a periodic non-minimal coupling, which
is a well-motivated inflationary model that admits an explicit UV completion. We demonstrate
that this construction can satisfy the most recent observational constraints from Planck and the
BICEP/Keck collaborations. We also compute the corresponding relic gravitational wave back-
ground due to tensor perturbations and show that future space-borne interferometers, such as
DECIGO, BBO and ALIA, may be able to detect it. Next, we extend this analysis and establish
the validity of these results in a multi-field model featuring an additional R2 term in the action,
which allows us to interpolate between natural and scalaron (a.k.a. Starobinsky) inflation. We
investigate the conditions under which the aforementioned future interferometers will have the
capability to differentiate between pure natural inflation and natural-scalaron inflation. The lat-
ter analysis could open the door to distinguishing between single-field and multi-field inflation
through gravitational wave observations in more general contexts.

——————————————————————————————————————————–
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1 Introduction

Gravitational Waves (GWs) are ripples in the fabric of space-time predicted by Einstein’s theory
of general relativity; they travel at the speed of light with very weak (Planck-suppressed) inter-
actions with matter. The observation of a GW event in 2015, known as GW150914, resulting
from binary black hole mergers [1, 2], marked the beginning of the era of GW astronomy. Since
then, interest in this branch of physics has steadily increased, and other sources of GWs, such
as binary neutron stars, have been identified [3]. More recently, interest in GW astronomy has
been further amplified by the evidence for a background of GWs provided by pulsar timing arrays,
including the North American Nanohertz Observatory for Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav), the
Chinese Pulsar Timing Array (CPTA), the European Pulsar Timing Array (EPTA) and the Parkes
Pulsar Timing Array (PPTA) [4–7].

There are several interesting phenomena that admit a particle physics (microscopic) descrip-
tion and, at the same time, can generate GWs within the reach of present or future detectors. This
can be used to test the Standard Model of particle physics (SM) and its extensions. One example
is given by phase transitions that admit field-theoretic descriptions both perturbatively (see [8,9]
for a model-independent analysis) and non-perturbatively (see e.g. [10–14]). If strong enough,
these phenomena can generate a GW spectrum within the reach of current or future detectors.
Another example is given by cosmic strings (see [15] for a detailed textbook introduction).

In this paper we will focus on yet another important example: the quantum tensor fluctua-
tions generated during inflation. Detecting the corresponding GW spectrum would offer further
evidence for inflation and, notably, would provide direct observational confirmation of the quan-
tum nature of gravity. Additionally, since inflation is often realized through quantum fields and
typically involves extremely high energies, the detection of these GWs would provide valuable
insights into the more fundamental theory beyond the Standard Model governing particle inter-
actions. Some future space-borne interferometers can probe such GW spectra. An example is the
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Japanese mission DECi-hertz Interferometer Gravitational wave Observatory (DECIGO) [16] that
is planned to have the best sensitivity around the frequency ν ∼ 0.1 Hz. Indeed, the primary
objective of DECIGO is to observe the early universe. Another proposed space-borne detector
that can probe the inflationary GW spectrum is the Big Bang Observer (BBO) [17, 18], intended
as a follow-on mission to the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA). The Advanced Laser
Interferometer Antenna (ALIA) [17,19] is yet another proposed space-borne interferometer with
similar characteristics, albeit with a slightly lower frequency scale where the best sensitivity is
achieved.

Numerous inflationary models predict an amplitude of quantum tensor fluctuations that is
large enough to be within the reach of DECIGO, BBO and ALIA. For this reason we think it is
important to focus on those that are best motivated from the particle-physics perspective. The
SM Higgs field is a well-motivated inflaton candidate [20–24] (being the sole fundamental scalar
within the SM) and the comparison between its theoretical predictions for the inflationary GW
spectrum and the expected sensitivities of future detectors has been performed in [25].

This paper focuses on another well-motivated type of inflatons, namely a pseudo-Nambu-
Goldstone boson (PNGB) [26]. Indeed, Goldstone’s theorem protects the mass (actually the full
potential) of a Nambu-Goldstone boson (NGB) in such a way that the required potential flatness
becomes a natural feature. Eventually, explicit symmetry-breaking terms (which transform the
NGB into a PNGB and introduce a potential slope) are necessary to terminate inflation, but these
terms can be small, preserving the naturalness of PNGB-driven inflation. This scenario is conse-
quently referred to as natural inflation1. This possibility has attracted and still attracts a lot of
interest in the particle-cosmology community. The natural inflaton has a periodic potential that
can be derived from UV complete (e.g. QCD-like) field theories.

UV completions generically lead not only to a periodic potential but also to a periodic non-
minimal coupling between the PNGB field and the Ricci scalar. This has been explicitly shown
in Ref. [28] (see in particular Appendix A there), where a concrete UV-complete QCD-like theory
was considered. On the contrary, non-periodic non-minimal couplings are not known to have a
UV completion. This is unsurprising because, as a compact field variable, a PNGB is expected
to exhibit periodicity in all terms in the action. Nevertheless, Refs. [29–32] studied “natural”
inflation with a non-periodic non-minimal coupling.

One of the main purposes of this work is to perform a complete study of natural inflation with
a periodic non-minimal coupling to understand whether the most recent cosmic microwave back-
ground (CMB) observations performed by the Planck, BICEP and Keck collaborations [33, 34],
allow for this intriguing possibility. This requires an exhaustive study of the theory’s parameter
space and the corresponding inflationary predictions. In this work we will consider standard Ein-
stein gravity, i.e. the pure gravitational term in the action will be the Einstein-Hilbert one2. In
the possible viable region of parameter space we can then assess whether future GW detectors,
such as DECIGO, BBO and ALIA, will be able to detect the corresponding primordial spectra.

1PNGBs also appear frequently in beyond-the-SM constructions. A popular example is an axion(-like) particle,
namely a scalar ϕA that corresponds to a spontaneously broken approximate axial U(1) symmetry and can feature an
interaction of the form ∼ ϕAFµν F̃

µν , where Fµν is some gauge field strength and F̃µν its dual. A particular type of
natural inflation is the axion(-like) particle driven inflation (simply known as axion inflation); for a review on axion
inflation see [27].

2For a study of natural inflation without non-minimal coupling in a modified gravity scenario see [35, 36]. For
previous partial studies with older observational data see [37]. Also, for an analysis of a variant of natural inflation
(which, regrettably, results in an unacceptably small number of e-folds) see [31].
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Notably, this is a study that has never been attempted for natural inflation (neither with nor with-
out non-minimal coupling). Here the question we aim to address is “can we test (primordial)
Nambu-Goldstone bosons with gravitational-wave detectors?”.

While the inflaton potential is protected from quantum corrections, other terms in the action,
such as the pure gravitational part, are not. In any phenomenologically viable model, which must
include matter fields, quantum corrections generate quadratic-in-curvature terms, with the sim-
plest being R2 [28,38–41]. This fact has been used by Starobinsky as an inspiration to construct
the first inflationary model [42], in which the Einstein-Hilbert action is extended to include an
R2 term. Such term is equivalent to a scalar z, known as the scalaron, with a quasi-flat potential
at large enough z that naturally allows for slow-roll inflation. For this reason a well-motivated
multi-field extension of natural inflation is natural-scalaron inflation [28].

Another important aim of this work is, therefore, to extend the above-mentioned analysis of
natural inflation to this well-motivated multi-field version: is natural-scalaron inflation with a
periodic PNGB potential and non-minimal coupling consistent with the most recent3 inflationary
observations? In the region of the parameter space where this consistency takes place, can we
detect the corresponding primordial GW spectrum with future interferometers?

One reason multi-field inflationary models are interesting in this regard is that they generically
predict a different frequency dependence of the GW spectra. This is due to the fact that such
dependence is mainly given by the tensor spectral index nT , which is related to the tensor-to-
scalar ratio r by the relation nT = −r/8 in single-field models, while nT < −r/8 in multi-field
scenarios. Therefore, GW detectors could provide insights into whether multiple inflatons were
actively driving inflation. In this paper we hope to pave the way for distinguishing between
single-field and multi-field inflation in this manner.

The paper is structured as follows.

• In Sec. 2, after introducing natural inflation (with a periodic non-minimal coupling) and
studying in detail slow-roll in this context, we will perform a complete analysis of the cur-
rent observational constraint on the corresponding parameter space. Moreover, in the same
section we will investigate the relic GW background due to natural inflation and the poten-
tial for future interferometers to detect such signals.

• In Sec. 3 we will extend the analysis of Sec. 2 to the natural-scalaron model. Furthermore,
in Sec. 3 we will also explore the possibility of distinguishing between the considered single-
field and multi-field natural models through future GW interferometers capable of detecting
relic GW backgrounds produced during the inflationary epoch.

• Finally, in Sec. 4 we will offer a detailed summary of our results and the concluding remarks.

2 Natural inflation with a periodic non-minimal coupling

We start with the single-field natural inflation featuring a periodic non-minimal coupling.

3For a preliminary analysis using previous (no longer updated) observations, refer to [28].
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2.1 The model

The part of the action responsible for natural inflation is

Sinfl =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
M2

P

F (ϕ)

2
R − 1

2
(∂ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

]
(2.1)

where MP is the reduced Planck mass, ϕ is the inflaton PNGB field, (∂ϕ)2 ≡ gµν∂µϕ ∂νϕ,

F (ϕ) ≡ 1 + α

[
1 + cos

(
ϕ

f

)]
(2.2)

is the non-minimal coupling, and

V (ϕ) ≡ Λ4

[
1 + cos

(
ϕ

f

)]
+ Λcc (2.3)

is the natural-inflaton potential [26]. A microscopic origin of both these functions in terms of a
fundamental QCD-like field theory has been provided in Ref. [28]. Here Λ and f are two energy
scales, α is a real parameter that must satisfy α > −1/2 in order for the effective Planck mass to
be real for all ϕ, i.e. M2

P,eff ≡ M2
PF (ϕ) > 0. The constant Λcc accounts for the (tiny and positive)

cosmological constant responsible for the observed dark energy and is negligible during inflation,
which occurs at a much larger energy scale. The functions F (ϕ) and V (ϕ) are both even and
periodic with period 2πf , so we can restrict ourselves to the interval

ϕ ∈ [0, πf ]. (2.4)

This model depends on three dimensionless parameters: α, f/MP ,Λ/MP .
The first term of Eq. (2.2) gives us the ordinary Einstein-Hilbert action, while the second,

proportional to α, provides the non-minimal coupling between the PNGB and gravity. In order to
use the standard formulæ for single-field slow-roll inflation we need to move to the Einstein frame
(where we have a canonical Einstein gravitational term M2

PR/2 instead of the non-canonical one
M2

PF (ϕ)R/2). To do so, we perform a conformal transformation of the metric:

gµν → gµν
F (ϕ)

. (2.5)

With this transformation we obtain a canonical Einstein gravitational term, but also a non-
canonical contribution to the scalar kinetic term

Sinfl =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
1

2
M2

PR − 1

2
K(ϕ)(∂ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

F 2(ϕ)

}
, (2.6)

where

K(ϕ) ≡ 2F + 3M2
PF

′2

2F 2
(2.7)

and F ′(ϕ) ≡ dF/dϕ. The scalar kinetic term can be brought into a canonical form through a field
redefinition ϕ → χ with the property

dχ

dϕ
≡

√
K(ϕ), χ(ϕ = 0) = 0, (2.8)
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Figure 1: Left: the new canonical field χ(ϕ) for α = 1 and f = 2MP . Right: the normalized effective
potential U/Λ4 as a function of χ/f for some values of α and f = 3MP .

which leads to

Sinfl =

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
1

2
M2

PR − 1

2
gµν∂µχ∂νχ − U(χ)

}
, (2.9)

where we have defined the effective potential of χ as

U(χ) ≡ V (ϕ(χ))

F 2(ϕ(χ))
. (2.10)

It is generically very difficult, given a non-minimal coupling F (ϕ) and inflaton potential V (ϕ),
to derive an analytical expression for the new canonical field χ(ϕ) and its inverse ϕ(χ) (which is
needed to write U(χ)). We then proceed numerically to obtain χ(ϕ), ϕ(χ) and hence U(χ) (see
Fig. 1 for some examples).

As always, however, the numerical analysis is simplified by some analytical understanding of
the problem, which we now present. For α > −1/2 the kinetic factor K(ϕ) is always strictly
positive with no singularities, and therefore we will face no problem in solving Eq. (2.8) numer-
ically. As far as U(χ) is concerned, for −1/2 < α ≤ 1/2 the effective potential has a maximum
in χ(ϕ = 0) and a minimum in χ(ϕ = πf). This means that the inflaton rolls from the origin to
χ(πf). For α > 1/2 instead, the effective potential U exhibits a maximum in

ϕ̂ = f arccos

(
1− α

α

)
(2.11)

that moves from 0 to πf as α increases, whilst the origin becomes a relative minimum. This means
that if the inflaton evolution begins right in ϕ̂ the field remains in that unstable equilibrium point.
Furthermore, if we give an initial condition before ϕ̂, the evolution would bring the inflaton to
the new relative minimum in ϕ = 0, instead of bringing it to the absolute minimum in πf . In
short, the new minimum in the origin develops a basin of attraction of the field. For α > 1/2 we
then take care to give initial conditions after the maximum in ϕ̂, such as the field evolves towards
the absolute minimum of the effective potential, which we identify with the field configuration
we live with.
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Figure 2: Top left: the first slow-roll parameter ϵ as a function of χ/f for α = {0, 0.5} and f = 4MP .
Top right: the second slow-roll parameter |η| as a function of χ/f for α = {0, 0.5} and f = 4MP .
Bottom row: here we can see the dynamics of inflation for α = 0.5 and f = 4MP . The field χ slowly-
rolls along U from χ = 0 towards the minimum of the potential (bottom left image). Correspondingly,
the slow-roll parameter ϵ increases until it reaches unity at a certain χend (bottom right image), and
inflation ends there.

2.2 Slow-roll natural inflation

Now that we have a canonical field χ in the Einstein frame, we can use the standard formulæ for
single-field slow-roll inflation. The two slow-roll parameters are

ϵ(χ) ≡ M2
P

2

(
U ′(χ)

U(χ)

)2

, η(χ) ≡ M2
P

U ′′(χ)

U(χ)
(2.12)

being U ′ ≡ dU/dχ. These parameters must be small in slow-roll inflation. In the top row of Fig. 2
we can see the numerical evaluation of ϵ(χ) and |η(χ)| for α = {0, 0.5} and f = 4MP . Looking
at the top-left figure there, we see that the period of ϵ(χ/f) (i.e. χ(2πf)/f , that is exactly 2π for
α = 0) decreases as α increases, so that inflation ends earlier. The top-right figure shows instead
|η|. From numerical evaluation it is possible to see that ϵ reaches unity before |η| for any value of
α and f , so that the field value χend corresponding to the end of inflation is always determined
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by ϵ(χend) = 1. In the bottom row of Fig. 2 we show the value of the potential U when inflation
ends.

When the slow-roll conditions are satisfied, the 00 component of the Einstein field equations
and the conservation equation of the energy-momentum tensor respectively reads

3M2
PH

2 ≃ U, 3Hχ̇ ≃ −U ′, (2.13)

where H ≡ ȧ/a, a dot represents a derivative with respect to (cosmic) time t and a is the cosmo-
logical scale factor. Also, the number of e-folds between times t1 and t2 (corresponding to field
values χ1 and χ2) is

N(t2, t1) ≃ − 1

M2
P

∫ χ2

χ1

dχ
U(χ)

U ′(χ)
. (2.14)

Equivalently, we can express the number of e-folds Ne before the end of inflation in terms of the
field χ:

Ne(χ) ≃ − 1

M2
P

∫ χend

χ

dξ
U(ξ)

U ′(ξ)
. (2.15)

We have performed an in-depth analytical study of the integrand function N ′(ξ) ≡ dNe(ξ)/dξ =
−U/M2

PU
′, in order to render the numerical evaluation of the integral in (2.15) easier. For

−1/2 < α ≤ 1/2 the integrand function N ′(χ(ϕ)) has one positive vertical asymptote in the origin
and we can safely integrate it from χ > 0 to χend to obtain any number of e-folds. Conversely, for
α > 1/2 a new singularity appears in χ(ϕ̂) because of the new maximum of the effective potential
(if the initial condition is given right in χ(ϕ̂) the field remains there and the system makes an
infinite number of e-folds). Moreover, for ϕ ∈ (0, ϕ̂) the integrand function is negative: the field
is evolving back towards the relative minimum in χ(0). In order to let the field correctly evolve
towards the absolute minimum χ(πf), in Eq. (2.15) we must choose an extreme of integration
such that χ > χ(ϕ̂), i.e. beyond the singularity. Only in this way we are able to obtain a positive
number of e-folds towards the absolute minimum. Furthermore, as α increases the singularity
moves towards χ(πf), meaning that we have less and less values of χ in which we can integrate
Eq. (2.15). This means that for too large values of α the system is not able to perform, say, 60
e-folds, being the integral of N ′ from χ(ϕ̂+) to χ(πf) less than 60. That is, we expect that for too
large values of α the system will not be able to describe a field that evolves towards the absolute
minimum of the potential in an acceptable way, because the field is more and more driven towards
the relative minimum as the potential peaks and squeezes more and more. In Fig. 3 we can see
the numerical evaluation of N ′(χ) for some values of α and f = 2MP .

In the slow-roll regime we also have the following formulæ for the scalar spectral index ns,
the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and the curvature power spectrum PR (here we evaluate the power
spectra at horizon exit, k = aH)

ns(χ) = 1− 6ϵ(χ) + 2η(χ) , r(χ) = 16ϵ(χ), (2.16)

PR(χ) =
U(χ)

24 π2M4
P ϵ(χ)

. (2.17)

Observe that none of the functions ϵ(χ), η(χ), Ne(χ), ns(χ), and r(χ) depends on the energy scale
Λ, which appears in the numerator of the effective potential U . This is because those quantities
are generally invariant under rescaling of U . This means that a value for Λ is not needed neither
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Figure 3: the integrand function of the number of e-folds N ′ (see Eq. (2.15)) multiplied by the overall
factor M2

P/f as a function of χ/f for some values of α and f = 2MP . Left: for −1/2 < α ≤ 1/2
we have only one singularity at the origin. Right: for α > 1/2 a new singularity, indicated by the
dashed vertical lines, appears at χ(ϕ̂) (see Eq. (2.11)).

to find the end of inflation χend nor to find the field value χ that corresponds to a certain Ne(χ).
The only slow-roll function above that depends on the choice of Λ is the scalar power spectrum
PR(χ), and we will use this fact to fix Λ from observations [33]:

PR(k∗) = (2.10± 0.03)10−9, (2.18)

where the pivot scale k∗ = 0.05 Mpc−1 is used as in [33].

2.3 The natural inflation parameter space and observational constraints

For a given number of e-folds Ne the observable predictions of inflation, for example for ns and
r, as well as the slow-roll parameters ϵ and η depend on α and f , having fixed Λ with (2.18). We
will present our results as functions of f for several values of α and focusing on the e-fold interval
55 ≤ Ne ≤ 65.

In Figs. 4 and 5 we can see the slow-roll parameters ϵ and η as functions of f for some values
of α > −1/2. For the ranges of f displayed the slow-roll parameters are indeed small for each
value of α. In Figs. 6 and 7 we can respectively see the scalar spectral index ns and the tensor-to-
scalar ratio r0.002 evaluated at the pivot scale k∗ = 0.002Mpc−1 as functions of f for some values
of α > −1/2. Also, in Fig. 8 we show the corresponding values of the energy scale Λ. Note
that Λ4 appears as an overall constant in the energy density U ; one can see that Λ ≪ MP , so
our effective field theory treatment of quantum gravity is reliable although f takes transplankian
values. In Fig. 9 we provide the predictions of our natural inflation model on the {ns, r0.002}
plane together with the observational constraints of Ref. [33,34]. Finally, in Fig. 10 we show the
corresponding observationally allowed regions on the {α, f} plane for Ne = 63. We have explicitly
checked that this number of e-folds is compatible with the bound found in Ref. [43] readapted
to the natural-inflation case. One can clearly see that a non-minimal coupling can render natural
inflation compatible even with the recent very stringent constraints from Ref. [34].
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Figure 4: The slow-roll parameters ϵ (solid lines) and η (dashed lines) as functions of the energy scale
f for some values of α between −1/2 and +1/2.

2.4 Relic natural inflationary background of gravitational waves

As mentioned in the introduction, an inflationary model generates a primordial GW spectrum.
These inflationary GWs are produced as quantum tensor fluctuations and form today a relic
stochastic GW background (see Ref. [44] for a textbook introduction to this topic and Sec. 2
of Ref. [25] for a refined determination of these GW spectrum which is more useful for our pur-
poses).

In this section we want to investigate the possibility of detecting this background directly
with future space-borne interferometers, in the case of natural inflation. This will be done by
comparing the spectral density of the GWs, defined by

ΩGW(ν) ≡ ν

ρcr

dρGW

dν
, (2.19)

with the predictions of the sensitivity curves of DECIGO, BBO and ALIA. In Eq. (2.19) ν is the
frequency of the GWs, ρcr ≡ 3H2

0M
2
P is the critical energy density, H0 is the present value of the

Hubble rate and ρGW is the energy density carried by the stochastic background of GWs.
Following Ref. [25] and recalling that GWs that are within the sensitivities of ground-based

and space-borne interferometers (such as DECIGO, BBO and ALIA) as well as pulsar timing arrays
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Figure 5: The same as in Fig. 4, but with α ≥ 1/2.

all correspond to tensor modes that re-entered the horizon during the radiation dominated era
much before the time of radiation-matter equality, we obtain

h2
0ΩGW(ν) ≃ 1

24
h2
0ΩR

(
g∗(Tk)

ḡ∗

)(
ḡS∗

gS∗ (Tk)

)4/3

r0.05PR(k∗)

(
ν

ν∗

)− r/8

. (2.20)

Here h0 ≡ H0/(100 km s−1Mpc−1) is the dimensionless Hubble constant, k ≡ (2π)ν, k∗ =
0.05Mpc−1 is a reference pivot scale, ν∗ = k∗/(2π) and r0.05 is the tensor-to-scalar ratio at pivot
scale k∗. In Eq. (2.20) we used the single-field slow-roll result nT = −r/8. Moreover, Tk is the
temperature at which the mode with scale k re-enters the horizon, ΩR is the cosmological pa-
rameter that expresses the fraction between the radiation energy density today and the critical
density, and g

(S)
∗ (T ) is the (entropy) effective number of relativistic species at temperature T :

g∗(T ) ≡
∑

i=bosons

gi

(
Ti

T

)4

+
7

8

∑
i=fermions

gi

(
Ti

T

)4

, (2.21)

gS∗ (T ) ≡
∑

i=bosons

gi

(
Ti

T

)3

+
7

8

∑
i=fermions

gi

(
Ti

T

)3

. (2.22)
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Figure 6: The spectral index of the scalar perturbations ns as a function of f for some values of
α > −1/2. For each value of α we considered a number of e-folds between Ne = 55 (dashed line) and
Ne = 65 (continuous line).

Here gi is the number of helicity states of the i-th bosonic or fermionic species, Ti is its temper-
ature, and we have reserved T for the photon temperature Tγ. In Eq. (2.20) we called ḡ

(S)
∗ the

value of g(S)∗ (Tr) at a reference temperature Tr below that of e± annihilation, but such that the
three active neutrinos are still relativistic.

The radiation energy-density ratio ΩR can be expressed in terms of the effective number of
neutrino species N (ν)

eff and the photon energy-density ratio Ωγ = ργ,0/ρcr, with ργ,0 = π2T 4
0 /15 and

T0 being today’s photon temperature, by means of

h2
0ΩR =

[
1 + N

(ν)
eff

7

8

(
4

11

)4/3
]
h2
0Ωγ, (2.23)

with

h2
0Ωγ =

π2T 4
0

45M2
P

(
h0

H0

)2

. (2.24)

In order to compute the active neutrino contribution to N
(ν)
eff and to the parameters ḡ∗ and ḡS∗ ,

one should recall that a relativistic neutrino species after e± annihilation features a temperature
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Figure 7: The same as in Fig. 6, but with ns replaced by the tensor-to-scalar ratio r0.002.

Tν = (4/11)1/3 T . Note that, by definition, at temperature Tr all active neutrinos are relativistic
and would contribute to4 N

(ν)
eff . However, recall that near the present epoch at least two active

neutrinos are non relativistic (see [49, 50] for recent bounds on their masses). The value of
ΩR, therefore, depends on whether today the lightest neutrino is relativistic or not. Moreover,
in general N (ν)

eff and ḡ
(S)
∗ can also receive a contribution from extra species that are relativistic

respectively at temperature T0 and Tr (if any).
In this work we consider a standard scenario in which the only light species are those of the

SM and the lightest neutrino is non-relativistic today, i.e. its mass is greater than T0. This means
that we consider N (ν)

eff = 0 today. Therefore, we have

h2
0ΩR = h2

0Ωγ. (2.25)

In order to use Eq. (2.20) for the spectral density, we are just left to write down the explicit
dependence of the crossing horizon temperature Tk on k. Following Ref. [25] we obtain

Tk =

(
gS∗0
ḡS∗

)1/3
c(Tk)T0k

H0Ω
1/2
R

, (2.26)

4In the SM N
(ν)
eff ≃ 3.044 as recently computed in [45–48].
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Figure 8: The same as in Fig. 6, but with ns replaced by the energy scale Λ, which is fixed to reproduce
the observed curvature power spectrum (see Eq. (2.18)).

where gS∗0 ≡ gS∗ (T0), and c(T ) is a slowly-varying function of T given by

c(T ) =

(
g∗(T )

ḡ∗

)−1/2(
ḡS∗

gS∗ (T )

)−1/3

(2.27)

and we can use Eqs. (2.26)-(2.27) in a iterative way to estimate Tk as a function of k

T
(0)
k ≡ Tr ⇒ c(T

(0)
k ) = 1

⇒ T
(1)
k ≡

(
gS∗0
ḡS∗

)1/3
T0k

H0Ω
1/2
R

⇒ T
(2)
k ≡

(
gS∗0
ḡS∗

)1/3
c(T

(1)
k )T0k

H0Ω
1/2
R

. (2.28)

The second order Tk ≃ T
(2)
k is already good enough for our purposes. In this case, since N

(ν)
eff = 0

at T = T0, from Eq. (2.22) we get gS∗0 = 2, while at T = Tr all active neutrinos are relativistic and
from (2.21)-(2.22) we get

ḡ∗ = 2 +
7

8
· 3 · 2 ·

(
4

11

)4/3

≃ 3.363, (2.29)
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ḡS∗ = 2 +
7

8
· 3 · 2 ·

(
4

11

)3/3

≃ 3.909, (2.30)

where we used gν = 2 and Tν = (4/11)1/3 T . Furthermore, in the SM the functions (2.21)-(2.22)
at high temperatures (T ≳ 100GeV) are equal and saturate the constant value g

(S)
∗ ≃ 106.75.

Inserting g∗(T ) = gS∗ (T ) = 106.75 in Eq. (2.27) we have c(T ) ≃ 0.534, and from Eq. (2.28) we
therefore obtain

Tk ∼ T
(2)
k ≃ (9.46× 1030) · k

≃ (3.91× 107GeV) · ν

Hz
.

(2.31)

We see that Tk ≳ 100GeV can indeed be in the frequency range 0.005Hz ≲ ν ≲ 1Hz, which
DECIGO, BBO and ALIA are most sensitive to.

We now have all the necessary elements to calculate the GW spectral density: from Eq. (2.20)
we finally obtain

h2
0ΩGW(ν) ≃ (8.353× 10−16) · r0.05

(
2.059× 1015 · ν

Hz

)−r/8

. (2.32)

It is important to underline that Eq. (2.32) is valid under two assumptions: first, that there are no
light species other than those of the SM; second, that we can neglect the contribution of reheating
as we have done so far. Reheating becomes relevant when the reheating temperature is below
∼ 1011GeV. It is interesting to note that if you have many weakly coupled scalars coupled to the
SM at high enough energies you can have a much higher reheating temperature, even around
1015GeV [35].

From Secs. 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 we know that a parameter setup of our natural inflation with
non-minimal coupling is uniquely determined by three numbers: the number of e-folds before
the end of inflation Ne, the non-minimal-coupling parameter α and the energy scale f in the
natural-inflation potential. The other scale Λ in the natural-inflation potential has been fixed by
requiring the curvature power spectrum to reproduce the observed value, Eq. (2.18). Then, for
each setup {Ne, α, f} we can evaluate through Eq. (2.32) the spectral density ΩGW(ν) associated
with the relic GW background.

Comparing the result with the sensitivity curves of DECIGO, BBO and ALIA we can verify
whether the considered setup {Ne, α, f} produces a directly detectable GW signal. Here those
curves are constructed as power-law integrated sensitivity curves and are determined following
the method described in Refs. [51, 52]. For a fixed value of Ne, we first found all the observa-
tionally admitted setups {α, f} (which are compatible with CMB observations) and then, for each
setup admitted at least with 95% C.L., we evaluated ΩGW and observed if this signal falls above
the sensitivity curves of the future space-borne interferometers DECIGO, BBO and ALIA for some
frequency ν.

In Fig. 11 we can see the result of this procedure for Ne = 60. The green regions are the
observationally admitted setups analogous to those shown in Fig. 10 for Ne = 63, while the purple,
light blue and blue lines represent the boundaries of GW detectable signals: each point on the
{α, f} plane which belongs to the green regions and lies above the purple, light blue or blue line
represents an observationally admitted setup (at least with 95% C.L.) whose produced relic GW
background is potentially detectable by DECIGO, ALIA or BBO, respectively. Fig. 11 also shows
three benchmark points representing three different observationally admitted natural-inflation
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Figure 9: The theoretical predictions of natural inflation with a periodic non-minimal coupling on
the {ns, r0.002} plane compared to the observational constraints from [33, 34]. The ranges of f for
which the curves are evaluated are: f/MP ∈ [10.21, 38.21] for α = −0.45; f/MP ∈ [3.42, 45.92] for
α = −0.2; f/MP ∈ [2.24, 44.74] for α = 0; f/MP ∈ [2.02, 51.02] for α = 0.1; f/MP ∈ [2.24, 57.24] for
α = 0.2; f/MP ∈ [2.61, 63.61] for α = 0.3; f/MP ∈ [2.79, 66.79] for α = 0.35; f/MP ∈ [2.96, 69.96]
for α = 0.4; f/MP ∈ [3.6, 78.6] for α = 0.6; f/MP ∈ [4.66, 89.66] for α = 1; f/MP ∈ [21.19, 176.19]
for α = 20; f/MP ∈ [33.53, 218.53] for α = 50.

setups: {α, f/MP} ≃ {0.335, 5.59} (yellow dot) is admitted within 68% C.L., while {α, f/MP} ≃
{0.383, 4.38} (orange dot) and {α, f/MP} ≃ {0.403, 3.79} (red dot) are both admitted within 95%
C.L.. We see that the first setup (yellow) produces a GW background that in principle is observable
by all considered interferometers, while the second (orange) can only be observed by BBO, and
the last one (red) produces a GW signal so weak that it is not observable by any interferometer
considered here. In Fig. 12 we can see the GW spectral density, h2

0ΩGW(ν), produced by these
three setups together with the three sensitivity curves of the interferometers DECIGO, ALIA and
BBO. We can see that the ‘yellow’ setup is actually above all the minima of the three curves, while
the ‘orange’ setup exceeds only the minimum of the BBO curve, and the ‘red’ one is beneath all
the three sensitivity curves. Note that the interferometers are clearly more sensitive to distinct
frequencies: ALIA, DECIGO, and BBO are most sensitive to the frequencies νALIA ≃ 0.013Hz,
νDECIGO ≃ 0.11Hz, and νBBO ≃ 0.24Hz respectively.

It is remarkable, as we can see in Fig. 11, that all the Ne = 60 setups that are observationally
admitted within 68% C.L. (as well as the vast majority of setups admitted within 95% C.L.)
generate a GW background that, at least in principle, is well observable by all three space-borne
interferometers.
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Figure 10: Parameter space of slow-roll natural inflation with periodic non-minimal coupling for
Ne = 63 on the {α, f} plane that is allowed at 95% C.L. (light-green region) and at 68% C.L.
(darker green region) by CMB observations.

3 A multi-field natural inflation: the natural-scalaron case

The purpose of this section is to extend the analysis of Sec. 2 to a multi-field scenario. Given the
motivations of scalaron (a.k.a. Starobinsky) inflation, this will be achieved by adding an R2 term.

3.1 The model

The natural-scalaron model has been introduced in Ref. [28]. We refer the reader to this article
for the explanation of any non-trivial statement contained in this subsection. In this model the
part of the action Sinfl responsible for inflation is

Sinfl =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
F (ϕ)

2
M2

PR + βR2 − 1

2
(∂ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

]
(3.1)

where again F (ϕ) and V (ϕ) are defined in (2.2) and (2.3), respectively. The R2 features a real
coefficient β that must be positive in order for the system to be stable. Since Λcc is negligibly small
and MP can be used to set the units of energy, the natural-scalaron model effectively depends on
four parameters only: β, α, f,Λ.

After introducing an auxiliary field and performing a field redefinition (a Weyl transformation)

17



Figure 11: Parameter space of slow-roll natural inflation with periodic non-minimal coupling for
Ne = 60 on the {α, f} plane that is allowed at 95% C.L. (light-green region) and at 68% C.L.
(darker green region) by CMB observations. Moreover, each point on the {α, f} plane that lies
above the purple dashed line, the light-blue dotted line, or the blue dot-dashed line represents an
observationally admitted setup (at least with 95% C.L.) whose produced relic GW background could
be observed in the future by DECIGO, ALIA or BBO, respectively. Left: full parameter space allowed
at 95% C.L.. Right: zoom around the 68% C.L. region.

one obtains

Sinfl =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
M2

P

2
R− Lkin − U

]
, (3.2)

where

Lkin ≡ 6M2
P

z2
(∂ϕ)2 + (∂z)2

2
,

U(ϕ, z) ≡ 36M4
P

z4

[
V (ϕ) +

1

16β

(
z2

6
−M2

PF (ϕ)

)2 ]
,

and z is an additional scalar, which we will refer to as the scalaron, given by

z =
√
6M2

PF (ϕ) + 24βRJ .

Here RJ is the Ricci scalar constructed with the original “Jordan-frame” metric (before perform-
ing the Weyl transformation). Thus, the full inflationary system features two scalars, the PNGB ϕ
and the scalaron z; this is the reason why we refer to this model as the natural-scalaron one.

One can go to the pure natural inflation discussed in Sec. 2 or to the pure scalaron inflation in
the ρ ≪ 1 or ρ ≫ 1 limits, respectively, where

ρ ≡
√
βΛ2

M2
P

. (3.3)

Neglecting the tiny Λcc, the stationary points of the Einstein-frame potential U are as follows.
For α ≤ 1/2 the only minimum (modulo the 2πf periodicity) is the absolute minimum,

ϕ1 = πf, z1 =
√
6MP . (3.4)
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Figure 12: The three sensitivity curves of DECIGO, ALIA and BBO together with the spectral density,
h2
0ΩGW(ν), of the relic GW background produced by the three setups depicted by the yellow, orange,

and red benchmark points in Fig. 11.

But for α > 1/2 there are two non-trivial minima ({ϕ1, z1} and {ϕ2, z2}), one of which, {ϕ2, z2},
with

ϕ2 = 0, z2 =
√
6MP

√
1 + 2α +

32ρ2

1 + 2α
(3.5)

has a value of U (the quantity U(ϕ2, z2)) that is not negligibly small during inflation. When
α < 1/2 the configuration {ϕ2, z2} is a saddle point and there are no other stationary points apart
from {ϕ1, z1} and {ϕ2, z2}. When α > 1/2 there appear two more stationary points (modulo the
2πf periodicity) that turn out to be saddle points:

ϕ3 = f arccos

(
1− α

α

)
, z3 = 2

√
3MP

√
1 +

4ρ2

α
(3.6)

ϕ4 = −f arccos

(
1− α

α

)
, z4 = z3. (3.7)

So, like in the pure-natural case, for α > 1/2 one should be careful not to end the inflationary
path in the false minimum {ϕ2, z2}.
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3.2 Multi-field slow-roll inflation

In order to derive the relevant inflationary formulæ it is convenient in this subsection to start with
a more general framework (see Refs. [28, 53] for more details). Notice that the action in (3.2)
belongs to the class

SI =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
M2

P

2
R− Kij(Φ)

2
∂µϕ

i∂µϕj − U(Φ)

]
, (3.8)

where Φ is an array of scalar fields with components ϕi and Kij is a field metric. For a generic
function F of Φ, we define F,i ≡ ∂F/∂ϕi and Kij represents the inverse of the field metric Kij

(which is used to raise and lower the scalar indices i, j, ...); for example F ,i ≡ KijF,j.
To describe the classical part of inflation we assume a spatially-flat Friedmann-Robertson-

Walker metric (during inflation the energy density is dominated by the scalar fields so the curva-
ture contribution can be neglected).

In the slow-roll regime the equations for the scalar and the cosmological scale factor a read

ϕ̇i ≃ −U ,i

3H
, H2 ≃ U

3M2
P

, =⇒ ϕ̇i ≃ −MPU
,i(Φ)√

3U(Φ)
. (3.9)

The number of e-folds N (from a generic time t until the time te when inflation ends) is given by

N =

∫ t

te

dt′H(t′). (3.10)

When slow roll holds N can be considered as a function of the scalar fields Φ by requiring t− te in
Eq. (3.10) to be the time it takes for the system to reach the end of inflation starting with initial
condition Φ: this is because in the slow-roll approximation the scalar field equations are of first
order (see the last equation in (3.9)).

Now, it is convenient to introduce the unit vector σ̂i tangent to the inflationary path ϕi
0,

σ̂i ≡ ϕ̇i
0

σ̇
, σ̇ ≡

√
Kij(Φ0)ϕ̇i

0ϕ̇
j
0. (3.11)

Besides σ̂i it is also useful to introduce the set of unit vectors ŝi orthogonal to the inflationary
path. In the presence of two inflatons we have only one of such orthogonal unit vectors (see
e.g. [54]) and, for actions of the form (3.2), its explicit expression is

ŝ1 ≡ ż0
σ̇
, ŝ2 ≡ −ϕ̇0

σ̇
. (3.12)

When inflation is driven by a generic number of scalar fields slow-roll occurs if two conditions
are satisfied (see also [55] for previous studies):

ϵ ≡ M2
PU,iU

,i

2U2
≪ 1. (3.13)

|ησσ| ≪ 1, where ησσ ≡ σ̂iσ̂jηij, and ηij ≡
M2

P∇j∇iU

U
, (3.14)
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where ∇i is the covariant derivative on the field space computed with the Levi-Civita connection
of the field metric Kij in (3.8)

The function of the scalar fields N defined above allows us to compute the curvature power
spectrum PR, the (curvature) scalar spectral index ns and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r. The explicit
formulæ are [55,56] (here we evaluate the power spectra at horizon exit, k = aH)

PR =

(
H

2π

)2

N,iN
,i, (3.15)

ns = 1− 2ϵ− 2

M2
PN,iN ,i

+
2ηijN

,iN ,j

N,kN ,k
, (3.16)

r ≡ PT

PR
=

8

M2
PN,iN ,i

. (3.17)

Moreover, the tensor power spectrum PT and the corresponding spectral index nT are given
by [55]

PT =
8

M2
P

(
H

2π

)2

, nT = −2ϵ. (3.18)

independently of the number of inflatons. This result for nT reduces to nT = −r/8 in single-field
inflation (where the tensor-to-scalar ratio is 16ϵ). For an arbitrary number of inflatons we have

nT ≤ −r

8
(3.19)

due to the possible presence of isocurvature modes (those associated with the directions ŝi). The
normalized variation between the tensor spectral index nT and the corresponding single-field
quantity −r/8 is, therefore,

δnT ≡ (−r/8)− nT

|nT |
≥ 0. (3.20)

Moreover, the normalized variation between the natural-scalaron tensor-to-scalar ratio r and the
corresponding single-field quantity −8nT is

δr ≡ (−8nT )− r

r
≥ 0. (3.21)

The quantities δnT and δr give us an estimate of the relevance of isocurvature modes, and, as we
will see in Sec. 3.4, allow us to determine whether it is possible to distinguish between single-field
and multi-field inflation through GW observations performed by future interferometers. Recalling
that both in single-field and multi-field slow-roll inflation we have nT = −2ϵ, we obtain

δnT = 1− r

16ϵ
, δr =

16ϵ

r
− 1

so that
δnT =

δr

1 + δr
≤ δr. (3.22)
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In multi-field inflation, just like in single-field inflation, a rescaling of the potential U → λU
affects only the scalar and tensor power spectra

PR → λPR, PT → λPT , ϵ → ϵ, ηij → ηij, ns → ns, nT → nT , r → r (3.23)

(the slow-roll parameters ϵ and ηij, the scalar and tensor spectral indices ns and nT , and the
tensor-to-scalar ratio r are left invariant). Similarly to what we have done in Sec. 2, we will use
the scaling property in (3.23) to eliminate the dependence of the natural-scalaron model on the
energy scale Λ by imposing the observational constraint in (2.18).

Following Ref. [57] (see also [58] for a previous work with a flat field metric), the most im-
portant quantities to estimate the size of the isocurvature perturbations in the slow-roll approx-
imation are the elements of the field-dependent covariant squared-mass matrix, m2

ij ≡ ∇i∇jU .
The key quantities are in particular the projections of m2

ij on σ̂i and the ŝi:

µ2
σ ≡ σ̂iσ̂jm2

ij, µ2
s ≡ ŝiŝjm2

ij. (3.24)

The effective mass µσ corresponds to the usual curvature perturbations, while µs corresponds to
the isocurvature perturbations.

Given an isocurvature mode I with power spectrum PI , Planck data on isocurvature perturba-
tions [33] constraints the ratio

βiso ≡
PI

PR + PI

. (3.25)

Noting that anyhow PR should be large compared to PI to satisfy those observational constraints

βiso ≃
PI

PR
=

PI

PT

PT

PR
. (3.26)

The quantity PT/PR gives us the tensor-to-scalar ratio r and, using the same normalization for
the tensor and isocurvature perturbations, one obtains (at the leading order in the slow-roll ap-
proximation, where the universe expands with constant Hubble rate H)

βiso ≃
∣∣∣∣√π

2
(−kτ)3/2H(1)

n (−kτ)

∣∣∣∣2 r, (3.27)

where τ is the conformal time, H(1)
n (x) is the Hankel function of the first kind and

n =
√

(9/4)− (µs/H)2.

In the rest of this paper we will evaluate βiso in the superhorizon limit.

3.3 Predictions of natural-scalaron inflation and observational constraints

In this section we provide a detailed study of the inflationary predictions of the natural-scalaron
model with a periodic non-minimal coupling introduced in Sec. 3.1 and compare those predictions
with the most recent observational constraints of Refs. [33] and [34].

In Fig. 13 we can see all the observationally admitted natural-scalaron setups for {Ne, ρ} =
{60, 0.5} on the {α, f} plane (the setups corresponding to values of ns and r in agreement with the
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Figure 13: All the observationally admitted setups of natural-scalaron slow-roll inflation for Ne = 60
and ρ = 0.5 on the {α, f} plane. In this plot we imposed the cutoff ϵ < 0.05 and ησσ < 0.05 at Ne e-
folds before the end of inflation. Left: the dark and light green regions represent {Ne, ρ} = {60, 0.5}
setups allowed by the most recent observational constraints on inflation [33, 34] at 68% C.L. and
95% C.L., respectively. Right: zoom in the 68% C.L. region where we superimposed in dark and light
azure the {Ne, ρ} = {60, 0} setups allowed by the most recent observational constraints at 68% C.L.
and 95% C.L., respectively (the allowed single-field natural parameter space for Ne = 60).

current CMB constraints). Moreover, in the right plot we superimposed in azure the observation-
ally admitted {Ne, ρ} = {60, 0} setups, which are just the single-field natural setups for Ne = 60.
This comparison allows us to appreciate how much the presence of the scalaron (ρ > 0) widens
the allowed regions. The visible clipping for α ≳ 4.4 on the lower profile of the allowed-setup
region (smaller f) is the effect of the cutoff ϵ < 0.05 and ησσ < 0.05 that we imposed at Ne e-folds
before the end of inflation. This cutoff has, however, no effect on the most relevant 68% C.L.
region.

In Fig. 14 we can see the variation of the tensor spectral index δnT (left plot) and the variation
of the tensor-to-scalar ratio δr0.05 (right plot). Both δr0.05 and δnT express the normalized variation
between the natural-scalaron results and the corresponding pure-natural quantities nT = −r/8.
As we predicted in Eq. (3.22), we see that δnT ≤ δr0.05 for each α and f . We can see that the
maximum difference between single-field pure-natural and multi-field natural-scalaron results
occurs at the lowest values of α, for which we have a difference of the order of 10%. In Sec. 3.4
we will explore the level of sensitivity required for future space-borne interferometers to resolve
this difference. As α increases, the curves of Fig. 14 flatten, and the difference between natural-
scalaron and pure-natural results becomes increasingly negligible.

In the left plot of Fig. 15 we can see the effective isocurvature mass fraction µs/H, where µs is
defined in Eq. (3.24) and H is the inflationary Hubble rate computed at the leading order in the
slow-roll expansion. As we can see, for each value of α there are at least some allowed values of
f (if not all of them) such that µs/H ≳ 1. This means that isocurvature perturbations are heavy
enough to be safely neglected. In the right plot of Fig. 15, instead, we can see the isocurvature
ratio βiso given in Eq. (3.27), for some values of α and f inside the green regions of Fig. 13. We
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Figure 14: The variation of the tensor spectral index δnT (left plot) and the variation of the tensor-
to-scalar ratio δr0.05 computed at the pivot scale k∗ = 0.05Mpc−1 (right plot), defined by Eqs. (3.20)-
(3.21), are here shown for some values of α as f varies (both α and f are chosen inside the green
regions of Fig. 13).

Figure 15: Left: the effective isocurvature mass µs is here shown as α and f range within the entire
95% C.L. green region of Fig. 13. Right: the isocurvature ratio βiso given in Eq. (3.27).

see that βiso is very small in agreement with the Planck constraints [33] for sufficiently large f ,
when the isocurvature power spectrum is below the % of the total curvature plus isocurvature
power spectrum. The fact that the highest values of βiso occur for the lowest values of α matches
with the isocurvature perturbations being lighter (small µs) for low α. This trend also explains
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why in Fig. 14 the maximum of δr0.05 and δnT increases as α decreases. Indeed, recall that the
single-field relation nT = −r/8 is no longer valid in multi-field inflation precisely because of the
isocurvature modes, which cause nT < −r/8.

3.4 The relic natural-scalaron background of gravitational waves

Similarly to Sec. 2.4, here we want to find out which natural-scalaron setups among those admit-
ted by CMB observations at least at 95% C.L. (see Fig. 13) produce a primordial GW background
that is potentially observable by the future space-borne interferometers, DECIGO, BBO and ALIA.

This is done again by comparing the inflationary GW spectral density, h2
0ΩGW(ν), with the

predictions of the sensitivity curves of the future above-mentioned interferometers. In the multi-
field case we have

h2
0ΩGW(ν) ≃ 1

24
h2
0ΩR

(
g∗(Tk)

ḡ∗

)(
ḡS∗

gS∗ (Tk)

)4/3

r0.05PR(k∗)

(
ν

ν∗

)nT

. (3.28)

which differs from Eq. (2.20) only because the exponent −r/8 in Eq. (2.20) has been replaced
by nT , as in the multi-fied case nT = −r/8 generically no longer holds. We, therefore, have the
opportunity to distinguish between multi-field and a corresponding single-field result: we will
compare the spectral density in (3.28) with a single-field spectral density defined by

h2
0Ω

s-f
GW(ν) ≡ 1

24
h2
0ΩR

(
g∗(Tk)

ḡ∗

)(
ḡS∗

gS∗ (Tk)

)4/3

r0.05PR(k∗)

(
ν

ν∗

)−r/8

, (3.29)

which is just (3.28) with nT replaced by −r/8, so that one can study whether the difference
between the multi-field GW spectrum, ΩGW(ν), and its “single-field equivalent” Ω s-f

GW(ν) is appre-
ciable through observations.

We recall that we consider here a standard scenario in which the only light species are those
of the SM and the lightest neutrino is non-relativistic today. So, performing steps similar to those
done in Sec. 2.4 we obtain

h2
0ΩGW(ν) ≃ (8.353× 10−16) · r0.05

(
2.059× 1015 · ν

Hz

)nT

, (3.30)

h2
0Ω

s-f
GW(ν) ≃ (8.353× 10−16) · r0.05

(
2.059× 1015 · ν

Hz

)−r/8

. (3.31)

Once again, we have neglected the contribution of reheating, which, as commented in Sec. 2.4,
corresponds to assuming a reheating temperature not below the ∼ 1011GeV scale like, e.g., in
Ref. [35].

For each natural-scalaron setup {Ne, ρ, α, f} allowed at least at 95% C.L. by the most recent
CMB observational constraints [33, 34] we evaluated h2

0ΩGW(ν) and checked whether the result
falls above the sensitivity curves of DECIGO, BBO and ALIA for some ν (see Fig. 17). If this is
the case, the produced GW background is then potentially observable by DECIGO, BBO and ALIA,
respectively. In Fig. 16 we can see the result of this procedure for {Ne, ρ} = {60, 0.5}. The green
regions are just the allowed regions of Fig. 13, while the purple, light blue and blue lines repre-
sent the boundaries for GW observable signals: each point on the {α, f} plane which belongs to
the green regions and lies above the purple, light blue or blue line represents an observationally
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Figure 16: For each 95% C.L. observationally admitted natural-scalaron setup with {Ne, ρ} =
{60, 0.5}, i.e. for each setup in the green regions of Fig. 13, we evaluated the GW spectrum and
compared it with the sensitivity curves of DECIGO, ALIA and BBO. Each point on this plot which
belongs to the green regions and lies above the purple, light blue or blue line represents an observa-
tionally admitted natural-scalaron setup (at least at 95% C.L.) whose produced GWs are in principle
detectable by DECIGO, ALIA and BBO, respectively. In the right plot we zoom in the 68% C.L. region
and display six benchmark points, whose GW spectra are depicted in Fig. 17.

admitted natural-scalaron setup (at least with 95% C.L.) whose produced relic inflationary GW
background is potentially detectable by DECIGO, ALIA and BBO respectively (cf. Fig. 11). It is
remarkable that almost all the {Ne, ρ} = {60, 0.5} setups that are observationally admitted within
68% C.L. generate a GW background that, at least in principle, is well observable by all three
space-borne interferometers here considered, as well as the vast majority of setups admitted at
95% C.L.. The right plot of Fig. 16 also shows six benchmark points representing six distinct
setups, all admitted within 68% C.L.: the first three setups {α, f/MP} = {−0.44, 10.85} (dark
brown), {α, f/MP} = {−0.27, 9.32} (brown), and {α, f/MP} = {−0.11, 8.54} (light brown) are
all observable by all three interferometers; the fourth setup {α, f/MP} = {0.09, 7} (yellow) is
observable by ALIA and BBO; the fifth {α, f/MP} = {0.21, 6.28} (orange) could only be observed
from BBO; the last {α, f/MP} = {0.33, 5.58} (red) cannot be observed by any of the three in-
terferometers. In Fig. 17 we can see the GW spectral density h2

0ΩGW(ν) produced by these six
natural-scalaron setups together with the three sensitivity curves of DECIGO, ALIA and BBO.

Comparing these findings with those of pure-natural inflation in Secs. 2.2 and 2.4, we find
that increasing ρ, on the one hand, improves the agreement with CMB data (i.e. widens the
observationally allowed regions), and, on the other hand, reduces the GW-observable regions of
the parameter space (i.e. the blue, light blue, and purple curves of Fig. 16 rise as ρ grows).

Finally, for the three natural-scalaron setups

{Ne, ρ, α, f/MP} = {60, 0.5,−0.44, 10.85}, {60, 0.5,−0.27, 9.32}, {60, 0.5,−0.11, 8.54}

(which are respectively reported in dark brown, brown, and light brown in Figs. 16-17) we also
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Figure 17: The spectral density h2
0ΩGW(ν) of the GW inflationary background produced by the six

setups depicted by the six benchmark points in the right plot of Fig. 16, together with the three
sensitivity curves of DECIGO, ALIA and BBO.

evaluated the corresponding single-field GW spectrum h2
0Ω

s-f
GW(ν). Note that we specifically chose

the value of f of these three setups to coincide with the peaks of the corresponding δr0.05 and δnT

curves for each α (see Fig. 14), in order to maximize the difference between ΩGW(ν) and Ω s-f
GW(ν).

In Fig. 18 we can see the comparison between ΩGW(ν) (solid line) and Ω s-f
GW(ν) (dashed line) for

each of the three mentioned setups. The dark brown setup shown in Fig. 18 is the one that exhibits
the largest difference between the solid and dashed line. In fact, the difference between ΩGW(ν)
and Ω s-f

GW(ν) decreases as α increases, as we can understand from Fig. 14. In the frequency range
0.005Hz ≲ ν ≲ 1Hz we are interested in (where BBO, DECIGO and ALIA are expected to have
the best sensitivity), the differences between ΩGW(ν) and Ω s-f

GW(ν) for the considered setups are:
∼ 8 × 10−20 (dark brown setup); ∼ 3 − 4 × 10−20 (brown setup); ∼ 1 − 2 × 10−20 (light brown
setup). In other words, at most we expect a difference between single-field and multi-field natural
inflation of the order of h2

0Ω
diff
GW ∼ 10−19. However, both the solid and dashed lines of Fig. 18

are all above the sensitivities of all three considered space-borne interferometers (cf. Fig. 17) and
Ωdiff

GW/ΩGW ∼ 10−2 is the relative resolution the interferometers should have to distinguish different
spectra which both fall within their sensitivity. We can, therefore, hope that future technological
advancements will allow us to observationally distinguish between the single-field and multi-field
cases. Now, another remark is in order: Fig. 18 shows that ΩGW(ν) − Ω s-f

GW(ν) depends on the
parameters ρ, α, f and Ne; therefore, in order to hope to distinguish between single- and multi-
field inflation it is important that the observations of BBO, DECIGO and ALIA will be accompanied
by refined CMB observations that will be available (e.g. through LiteBIRD [59]) and will be able
to further constrain the parameter space.
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Figure 18: Comparison between the natural-scalaron GW spectral density ΩGW (solid line) and its
corresponding ‘single-field’ quantity Ω s-f

GW (dashed line) (i.e. between (3.30) and (3.31)) for the dark-
brown (upper plot) brown (left plot), and light-brown (right plot) setups appearing in Figs. 16-17.
The vertical blue, purple and light blue lines respectively mark the frequency at which the sensitivity
curves of BBO, DECIGO and ALIA have their minima.

4 Conclusions

Let us now provide a detailed summary of the novel results obtained in this work.

• First, in Secs. 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 we performed a complete analysis of slow-roll inflation in the
natural single-field model with a periodic potential and non-minimal coupling that admit
a UV completion. This has allowed us to identify the parameter space regions that are in

28



agreement with the latest CMB observational constraints provided by the Planck, BICEP and
Keck collaborations. While natural inflation without non-minimal coupling (α = 0) appears
to be excluded, a non-zero value of α can lead to the agreement with the latest observational
constraints.

• Second, in Sec. 2.4 we studied the relic natural inflationary background of GWs. There, we
identified the parameter space regions that are allowed by the current CMB constraints and,
remarkably at the same time, correspond to a GW background accessible to future space-
borne interferometers (DECIGO, BBO and ALIA) and those regions that cannot be probed
by these future experiments.

• Moreover, in Sec. 3 we extended the analysis performed in the previous sections to a two-
field version of the natural inflation model (the natural-scalaron one) obtained by adding
an R2 term.

• Finally, in Sec. 3.4 we examined the level of resolution future interferometers should possess
to differentiate between GW signals, providing insights into the number of scalar fields con-
tributing to natural inflation. We found that the relative difference between the single-field
and two-field predictions for the GW spectral density can be Ωdiff

GW/ΩGW ∼ 10−2 compatibly
with Planck constraints on isocurvature modes.

We hope that the findings discussed in the last point will pave the way for distinguishing
between single-field and multi-field inflation through GW observations in more general contexts,
extending beyond natural inflation and its scalaron extension. In order for this hope to become
reality, it is important that the considered models will still be allowed by future CMB constraints,
such as those that will be performed by LiteBIRD, which will tell us more precisely the parameter
values.
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