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Abstract

Starting from the parametrization of the spectrum of scalar perturbations generated during inflation

in terms of the number of e–folds N and using the approach recently developed by Starobinsky,

dubbed “direct smooth reconstruction”, we show that, in the slow–roll approximation, it is possible

to reconstruct the inflaton potential in the Einstein frame and its corresponding f(R) gravity

Lagrangian model. Viable inflationary models in agreement with the latest observational data

released by the Planck and the BICEP2/Keck Array collaborations are recovered. Furthermore,

we show that, under some reasonable assumptions, the Starobinsky method is capable of describing

consistently power law inflation, R + R2 (Starobinsky) inflation, quasi–invariant inflation and α–

attractors inflation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Modern cosmology is based on the idea that there was an epoch in the very early Uni-

verse, called inflation, characterized by a sufficiently long period of accelerated expansion.

Inflation (see [1–3] for reviews) was introduced several years ago [4–8] (see also [9–11]) in the

attempt to solve some problems present in the Standard Big Bang cosmological model. In

particular, thanks to the inflationary paradigm, the spacetime, on large scales, naturally be-

comes flat, homogeneous and isotropic as we can observe today. Furthermore, fluctuations of

the related fields may be considered at quantum level. Thus, the inflation mechanism gives,

in a quite natural way, an explanation of the tiny anisotropies in the CMB spectrum and in

the observed galactic structures in agreement with the results released by Planck and the

BICEP2/Keck–Array collaboration [12, 13].

Even if the current observational data set rigid constraints on the viability of possible

models, in the literature one may find several inflationary models. Most of them are based on

General Relativity (GR) with an additional minimally coupled scalar field, their properties

being strictly dependent on the form of the potential.

However there exists another approach that can explain the acceleration in cosmology

framework. This corresponds to make use of the modified gravity scenario. Here GR is mod-

ified and instead of Einstein–Hilbert action one considers as gravitational action a generic

smooth function f(R) of the Ricci scalar. This approach may be justified by invoking quan-

tum gravitational corrections. Within this approach, a very successful and simple model

is the well known Starobinsky model [5, 14] where a quadratic term in the Ricci scalar is

added to the usual Einstein–Hilbert action.

In this paper, we would like to make use of a reconstruction method, due to Alexei

starobinsky and dubbed “direct smooth reconstruction” [15–17]. The main idea is to recon-

struct f(R) starting from the power spectrum parametrized by the e–fold number N . In the

case of standard inflation model, see for example [18].

Recently another method of reconstruction has been presented in [19, 20], where the

starting point is a parametrization of the barotropic index in terms of N . We will discuss

how these two reconstruction methods are related, and furthermore their connection with

the inflationary models obtained in the α–attractors formalism [21–24] and within the so

called quasi–scale invariant approach [25–27].
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Several other papers dealing with reconstruction procedures have been appeared. An

incomplete list includes [28, 29], [30] and references therein.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 is presented a short review of inflation in

scalar theories and in f(R) gravity. In Section 3, we discuss the direct smooth reconstruction

for both the potential V (ϕ) and the corresponding f(R) scenario starting for a suitable

parametrization of the power spectrum. Furthermore, we show the equivalence between

the direct smooth reconstruction method and the Mukhanov one. Making use of direct

smooth reconstruction, in Section 4 and 5 we investigate in details two special cases which

generate different predictions for the spectral indexes and we show that, in these particular

frameworks, the corresponding reconstructed models have, respectively, the same properties

of several models of inflation and α–attractors. In Section 6, the conclusions are presented.

Throughout the paper, we use units of c = h̄ = 1 and we define κ2 = 8πG = 8π/m2
P

where G is the gravitational constant and mP = 1.22× 1019 GeV is the Planck mass.

II. INFLATION: GENERAL FEATURES

In this section, we revisit some features of inflation and in particular the ones typical in

the contexts of scalar theories and f(R) theories of gravity.

A. Scalar inflation

To begin with, we recall the flat Friedman–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) metric:

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
[
dr2 + r2

(
dϑ2 + sin2 ϑdφ2

)]
, (1)

where a(t) ≡ a is the scale factor of the Universe at cosmological time t. The minimally

coupled scalar inflaton action reads:

SE =
∫

d4x
√
−g

[
1

2κ2
R− 1

2
(∂ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

]
. (2)

The related energy density ρ and pressure p are:

ρ =
ϕ̇2

2
+ V (ϕ), p =

ϕ̇2

2
− V (ϕ), (3)

and the Friedmann equations:

H2 =
κ2

3

(
ϕ̇2

2
+ V (ϕ)

)
, Ḣ = −κ2

2
ϕ̇2. (4)
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The barotropic index is:

ω =
p

ρ
=

ϕ̇2 − 2V (ϕ)

ϕ̇2 + 2V (ϕ)
. (5)

The inflationary (quasi–De Sitter) expansion is recovered in the slow–roll approximation,

namely if ϕ̇ ≪ V (ϕ) and |ϕ̈| ≪ 3Hϕ̇. If we introduce the slow–roll parameters or Hubble

flow functions:

ϵ1 = − Ḣ

H2
, ϵ2 =

ϵ̇1
Hϵ1

, (6)

then inflation takes place as soon as these quantities remain very small i.e. {ϵ1, |ϵ2|} ≪ 1

while it ends when they become of order of unity i.e. {ϵ1, |ϵ2|} ∼ O(1). In particular, in

the slow–roll approximation the first Friedmann equation and the equation of motion for ϕ

become:

H2 ∼ κ2

3
V (ϕ), ϕ̇ ∼ −V ′(ϕ)

3H
, (7)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to the argument.

The number of e–folds left to the end of inflation is:

N = log

[
a(tf )

a(t)

]
=
∫ tf

t
H dt ∼ κ2

∫ ϕ

ϕf

V

V ′ dϕ, (8)

where we have used the slow–roll result (7) and we have defined a(tf ) as the scale factor

at the end of inflation with tf the related time. In order to have the thermalization of

the observable Universe is required that the total number of e–folds, which gives the total

amount of inflation:

N = Nt=ti = log

[
a(tf )

a(ti)

]
, (9)

must be 50 <∼ N <∼ 60 having defined a(ti) as the scale factor at the beginning of inflation

with ti the related time.

B. Inflation in f(R) gravity

As well known, an alternative description of the early–time (or current) acceleration may

be achieved by the use of f(R) modified theories of gravity [31–35], where the Einstein–

Hilbert term in the (Jordan frame) action of GR gets replaced by an arbitrary smooth

function f(R) of the Ricci scalar R:

SJ =
1

2κ2

∫
d4x

√
−gf(R). (10)
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A crucial assumption in f(R) gravity is that f ′′(R) is not vanishing. As a result, there

is an additional scalar degree of freedom, dubbed scalaron, proportional to f ′(R) = df
dR

. In

fact, making use of the following metric redefinition:

g̃µν = Ω2gµν , (11)

where Ω2:

Ω2 = F (R) ≡ f ′(R), (12)

the action (10) gets transformed into the Einstein frame action:

SE =
∫

d4x
√
−g̃

[
1

2κ2
R̃− 1

2
(∂̃ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

]
, (13)

the scalar field ϕ is:

κϕ =

√
3

2
logF , (14)

and the related potential is:

V (ϕ) =
FR− f

2κ2F 2
. (15)

As already mentioned, one successful f(R) gravity inflation model is the Starobinksy

model defined by:

f(R) = R +
R2

6M2
. (16)

The related scalar potential in the Einstein frame is:

V (ϕ) =
3M2

4κ2

(
1− e−

√
2/3κϕ

)2

. (17)

III. STAROBINSKY RECONSTRUCTION METHOD

In this Section, we introduce the Starobinsky direct smooth reconstruction method. We

recall that in the slow–roll approximation, the spectrum PR of scalar perturbation, after

inflation are simply related to the properties of the potential V (ϕ) at the horizon exit [36–

38]. As a matter of fact, at the lowest order, one has [39]:

PR(k) =
H4

4π2ϕ̇2
∼ κ6

12π2

V 3

V ′2 . (18)

Here is left understood that all the quantities are evaluated at the horizon crossing, the

associated comoving wave number being k = Ha, again at horizon crossing.
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The key concept at the base of the direct smooth reconstruction is the “transformation

of the power spectrum into a potential” [18].

We can re–parametrize the spectrum of scalar perturbations in terms of the number of

e–folds N in the following way:

V ′

V 3/2
dϕ =

√
κ6

12π2

1

PR(N)1/2
dϕ(N)

dN
dN. (19)

From (8) we have that:

dϕ

dN
=

1

κ2

V ′

V
∼ 1

κ2

√
κ6

12π2

V 1/2

PR(N)1/2
. (20)

If we now substitute (20) into (19) and multiply both sides of the equation by V −1/2, then

the right–hand side becomes independent on the potential and therefore can be integrated

to:
1

V (N)
=

1

V0

− κ4

12π2

∫ N

N0

1

PR(N)
dN, (21)

where V −1
0 is an integration constant. Thus, the expression of V (ϕ) is parametrized by N

while ϕ(N) is obtained from integrating (20) using the above definition for the potential:

κϕ(N) = κϕ0 +
∫ N

N0

√√√√ d

dN

(
log

V (N)

V∗

)
dN. (22)

having introduced the reference quantity V∗ in order to make the argument of the logarithm

dimensionless.

For any given possible parametrization PR(N), the form of V (ϕ) can be reconstructed

by solving (21) and (22), subsequently the expression for ϕ(N) must be inverted in N and

finally substituted back into (21).

As a result, this reconstruction technique can be used for the determination of an f(R)

making use of (15).

However, the presence of F in (15) is problematic: we cannot isolate f and write it as a

function of the potential V only. In order to overcome this difficulty, we make the following

assumption [15, 16]: let us factorize the modified Lagrangian as:

f(R) ≡ R2A(R) . (23)

and assume that A(R) is a slowly–varying function in R, namely:

|A′(R)| ≪ A(R)

R
, |A′′(R)| ≪ A(R)

R2
. (24)
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These conditions are necessary to have any slow–roll inflation in f(R) gravity, being the

analogues of the two slow–roll conditions for the inflaton within GR. In fact, in reference [40]

it has been explicitly shown that inflation occurs as soon as f(R) is close to R2 over some

range of R. Furthermore, small–field (“new”) inflation in GR corresponds to the case when

this range occurs only around one value R = R0, while analogue of large–field (“chaotic”)

inflation in GR takes place if the conditions (24) are satisfied for some extended range of R,

including R → ∞.

As a consequence, from (15) we get:

V ∼ 1

8κ2A
, (25)

and (21) translates into:

A(N) =
1

8κ2V0

− κ2

96π2

∫ N

N0

1

PR(N)
dN. (26)

On the other hand, with regard to the second reconstruction formula (22), we remind that,

in the Einstein frame, the field ϕ is given by (14). Thus, we have:

κϕ ∼
√
3

2
log (2RA) , (27)

and:

log (2RA) = C0 +
∫ N

N0

√√√√−2

3

d

dN

(
log

A(N)

A∗

)
dN, (28)

where we have introduced a new dimensionless constant C0 and a reference A∗ to make the

argument of the logarithm dimensionless.

Since A(R) is a slowly-varying function, this expression can be further simplified, and

one may write logA ≃ log 1
R0
, R0 constant. Thus, one has

log
(
R

R0

)
=
∫ N

N0

√√√√−2

3

d

dN

(
log

A(N)

A∗

)
dN, (29)

The R–dependence of the slowly–varying function A then can be recovered following the

same steps for the reconstruction of the potential V (ϕ) presented above. Finally the f(R)

model is obtain just multiplying the function A(R) by the term R2.

Since at the beginning of this approach we have used the slow–roll approximation in order

to write PR as a function of V and its derivative, the validity of the direct smooth recon-

struction, both in the potential reconstruction and in the f(R) reconstruction, is guaranteed
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if the potential fulfills the slow–roll conditions:

1

2κ2

(
V ′

V

)
≪ 1,

∣∣∣∣ V ′′

κ2V

∣∣∣∣≪ 1. (30)

which, using (18) and (20), read:

κ4

24π2

V

PR
≪ 1,

∣∣∣∣− 1

2

d

dN
logPR +

κ4

8π2

V

PR

∣∣∣∣≪ 1 (31)

Now, let us make a quite simple choice for the spectrum of scalar perturbations, namely:

PR(N) = P0 (N + 1)δ+1, (32)

where δ is a free parameter. With this ansatz, the slow–roll conditions (31) are both satisfied

if:

|δ| ≪ 2N ∼ 100, (33)

and therefore the parameter δ must be of order of unity.

With the above spectral ansatz, the potential reads

V (N) =

(
1

V0

+
κ4

12δπ2P0

(
(N + 1)−δ − (N0 + 1)−δ

))−1

. (34)

This leads to

A(N) =
1

8κ2V0

+
κ2

96δπ2P0

(
(N + 1)−δ − (N0 + 1)−δ

)
, (35)

and

log
(
R

R0

)
= (36)

+
κ

12π
√
P0

∫ N

N0

(N + 1)−
δ+1
2 dN(

1
8κ2V0

+ κ2

96δπ2P0
((N + 1)−δ − (N0 + 1)−δ)

) 1
2

.

A. Relation between the Starobinsky and Mukhanov methods of reconstruction

Before going into the effective calculation of the inflationary models that we can re-

construct, both in the scalar and f(R) frameworks, we will show that the direct smooth

reconstruction may be related to the Mukhanov method of reconstruction developed by

Mukhanov himself in [19, 20] and applied to f(R) models in [42, 43]. However, the main

difference between direct smooth approach and Mukhanov one is that the first one does not

consider different forms of PR(N) case by case and does not introduce additional quantities

8



like EoS parameter ω, but starts from the general expressions (35) and (28) giving f(R) for

any measured PR. As a consequence, ansatz like (32) goes after that particular application

to compensate the absence of data for PR at all scales, namely 0 < N < 60.

In order to solve the graceful exit problem from inflation, Mukhanov considered a sort

of “decaying cosmological constant” whose (effective) EoS parameter must have, at the

beginning of inflation, small, but non–vanishing, deviations with respect to the one of the

standard cosmological constant (i.e. 1 + ω ∼ 0) in order to provide a necessary duration of

the accelerated expansion. The graceful exit from inflation is recovered, on the other hand,

when this EoS becomes of order of unity (i.e. 1 + ω ∼ O(1)). In particular, in order to

describe the evolution of the barotropic index ω, the number of e–folds N left to the end of

inflation is set as a time parameter.

Parametrizing ω in terms of N however is totally equivalent to parametrize in terms of

N the spectrum of scalar perturbations PR. In order to see this, it is easy to show that the

two Friedmann equations, when a scalar field is present, lead to:

ϵ1 =
3(1 + ω)

2
. (37)

Furthermore, making use of (18), with the aid of (4), we find:

ϵ1 =
κ4

24π2

V

PR
. (38)

Thus, the above equation and (21) give:

d

dN
((1 + ω)PR) = 3(1 + ω)2PR. (39)

The solution of above differential equation is:

1 + ω = − 1

3PR
∫
dN(PR)−1

. (40)

As a result, the power law parametrization (32) corresponds to the following EoS parameter:

1 + ω =
δ

3(N + 1)
, (41)

which behaves as desired at the beginning of inflation

(N ≫ 1) and also at the end of it (N = 0) if δ is of order of unity, as we already

know.
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In particular, this parametrization of the barotropic index is exactly the one considered

in [42, 43] which leads, for δ = 1, to the following inflationary model:

f(R) = R +
R2

6κ2ρ0
+

κ2ρ0
6

, (42)

which corresponds to an extension of the Starobinsky model caused by the presence of an

additive cosmological constant term where ρ0 is an integration constant with dimensions

[ρ0] = M4.

IV. SPECTRAL INDEX AND TENSOR–TO–SCALAR RATIO

Starting from the power law ansatz (32), the viability of any given reconstructed model

must be checked by comparing its predictions for the spectral index ns and the tensor–

to–scalar ratio r with the latest observational data coming from the Planck 2015 satellite

experiment [12] combined with the ones of the BICEP2/Keck-Array collaboration [13]:

ns = 0.968± 0.006 (68 % CL), r < 0.07 (95 % CL). (43)

In the Einstein frame, at leading order, the spectral index and the tensor–to–scalar ratio are

given by:

ns = 1− 2ϵ1|N − ϵ2|N , r = 16ϵ1|N . (44)

We recall the expression for the first slow–roll parameter

ϵ1 =
κ4

24π2

V

PR
, (45)

while the second slow–roll parameters ϵ2 in (6) can be written as only a function of ϵ1 if we

transform the time derivative into a derivative with respect to the number of e–folds i.e.

d/dt = −Hd/dN , obtaining finally:

ϵ2 = − 1

ϵ1

dϵ1
dN

= − d

dN
log ϵ1. (46)

Therefore, using the above formulas with the expression of the potential given by (21) and

the power law ansatz (32), we get:

ns = 1− δ + 1

N + 1
, (47)
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r =
8δ

(N + 1)
[
1 + 12π2δP0(N+1)δ

V0κ4 − (N+1)δ

(N0+1)δ

] . (48)

As we can see from the above expressions, the spectral index ns depends only on the free

parameter δ that enters in the parametrization of the scalar perturbations as the exponent

of the number of e–folds N .

As a simple check, the particular choice δ = −1, which corresponds to a constant scalar

spectrum, reduces to ns = 1 namely to a scale invariant or Harrison–Zel’dovich spectrum

[41].

On the other hand, the tensor–to–scalar ratio depends also on the arbitrary integration

constant V −1
0 presents in the reconstruction formulas; therefore by setting in a suitable way

V −1
0 we can tune the N–dependence of r.

We consider two cases:

case A: V −1
0 = κ4

12π2δP0(N0+1)δ
, (49)

case B: V −1
0 = κ4

6π2δP0(N0+1)δ
. (50)

which lead to the following expressions:

case A: r =
8δ

N + 1
. (51)

case B: r =
8δ

(N + 1)
[
1 + (N+1)δ

(N0+1)δ

] ∼ 8δ(N0 + 1)δ

(N + 1)δ+1
, N0 ≪ 1 , (52)

case B: r ∼ 8δ

N + 1
, N0 ≫ 1 . (53)

Thus, in the case B, depending on the value of the parameter N0, we get two possible

behaviours for the tensor–to–scalar ratio: linear in 1/N in the limiting case N0 ≫ 1 while

going like a generic power 1/N δ+1 in the other case when N0 ≪ 1.

A. Inflationary attractors: case A

First of all, let us consider the case A equation (49) for V −1
0 for which we have :

ns = 1− δ + 1

N + 1
, r =

8δ

N + 1
. (54)
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First, we note that for the usual range 50 < N < 60, there is no a good agreement with

Planck data. Only setting N = 45, these two quantities are compatible with the observa-

tional data (43) if:

for ns: 0.20 < δ < 0.75, for r: δ < 0.40, (55)

confirming the relation (33). Moreover, since these two intervals are not disjoint, starting

from the monomial ansatz, it is possible to reconstruct viable models for inflation.

With regard to the potential reconstruction, in this particular case, the term coming from

the integration of the scalar perturbations evaluated at N0 in (21) for our ansatz (32) exactly

cancel the ad hoc choice of the integration constant V −1
0 allowing us to write the potential

V (N) as an indefinite integral of PR in the number of e–folds:

V (N) =
(
− κ4

12π2

∫ 1
P0(N+1)δ+1 dN

)−1
(56)

= 12π2δP0(N+1)δ

κ4 . (57)

Plugging this expression into (22) and then following the reconstruction procedure, we obtain

the inflationary potential in the Einstein frame:

V (ϕ) =
12π2δP0

κ4

(
κ2

4δ
(ϕ− ϕ0)

)2δ

, (58)

which behaves as a generic power–law potential in the scalar field ϕ.

In the f(R) framework, on the other hand, we have from (35):

A(N) =
κ2

96π2δ P0(N + 1)δ
, (59)

and from (29):

log
R

R0

=

√
2δ(N + 1)

3
, (60)

where we have absorbed the constants of integration. Combining the above results, one has

A(R) = (log
R

R0

)−2δ . (61)

Here one should note that the related A(R) is a decreasing function, namely with negative

first derivative. Absorbing all the constant of integration leads to

f(R) ∼ R2[
log

(
R
µ2

)]2δ . (62)
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As a result, we have obtained a logarithmic correction to the pure scale invariant R2

scenario.

We conclude this section with some remarks. Within the case A, we have been then able

to generate in the Einstein frame, the power–law potential typical of large–field inflation

[44] with the same predictions of the spectral indexes ns and the tensor–to–scalar ratio r.

In particular, for the allowed values of δ (55), the reconstructed model presents a modified

convex–concave divide in the (ns, r)–plane:

r =
8δ

δ + 1
(1− ns), (63)

which is lower than the standard one, which is defined for δ = 1/2 and corresponds to a

linear potential in the scalar field ϕ, matching therefore in a better way the observational

data.

The same behaviour can be found also for the reconstructed f(R) model. Indeed, follow-

ing the procedure developed in [45], we find that at leading order for small r the model (62)

predicts:

1− ns =
(δ + 1)r

8δ
+O(r3/2), (64)

independently on the values of the constant C1 and on the mass scale µ.

Under the assumption that C1 < 0 and δ = 1/2, our f(R) inflationary model is equivalent

to the deformed quadratic model:

f(R) ∼ R2

1 + γ log
(

R
µ2

) (65)

proposed in [25, 45] which generates the standard convex–concave divide. In analogy with

QCD, the above model can be seen as a resummation of loop–corrections as already pointed

out in [46] and corresponds, on–shell in the slow–roll approximation, to the induced gravity

model with the Coleman–Weinberg potential of the form:

LJ =
√
−g

[
ξϕ2R− 1

2
(∂ϕ)2 − λϕ4

(
1 + ζγ log

(
ϕ2

µ2

))]
. (66)

In this scenario, the reconstructed model (62) may be possibly originated by quantum loop–

corrections whose resummation is controlled by the parameter δ which softly break the

scale–invariance of the model introduced and investigated in [47, 48].
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V. ALPHA–ATTRACTORS: CASE B

Let us now examine the case B, equation (50). Here, we have to consider separately the

two regimes for the constant N0 since now the tensor–to–scalar ratio depends on it. The ns

index is the same

ns = 1− δ + 1

N + 1
. (67)

Instead for the other, one has

r ∼ 8δ(N0 + 1)δ

(N + 1)δ+1
N0 ≪ 1 , (68)

r ∼ 8δ

N + 1
N0 ≫ 1 . (69)

In the limit case N0 ≫ 1, the spectral indexes reduce to the ones found previously in the case

A for V −1
0 . This is due to the fact that the difference between the integration constant in the

case A and B become smaller and smaller as soon as the value of N0 increases. Therefore,

for large values of N0, we obtain another time the predictions for the spectral indexes that

are typical of inflationary models within the case A.

On the other hand, when N0 ≪ 1, the tensor–to–scalar ratio goes like 1/N δ+1 and

therefore it is highly suppressed for the typical values of the number of e–folds. Setting

N = 60, the spectral indexes are in agreement with the observational data (43) if:

for ns: 0.59 < δ < 1.32, for r: δ > 0. (70)

A. Case B: δ = 1

Within the case B and generic δ, the direct smooth reconstruction has to deal with

technical difficulties, and only δ = 1 and δ = 1/2 can be analytically treated.

Thus, first let us focus our attention on the case δ = 1 since the last cosmological

observations constrain the tensor–to–scalar ratio as r ∼ 1/N2. The potential can be written

as:

V (N) =
(

κ4

6π2P0 (N0+1)
− κ4

12π2

∫N
N0

1
P0 (N+1)2

dN
)−1

(71)

= 3M2

4κ2

(
1 + N0+1

N+1

)−1
, (72)
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where we have introduced a new mass:

M2 =
16π2P0(N0 + 1)

κ2
. (73)

With this form of the potential, once the equation (22) is solved and then inverted in N , we

are able to write:

V (ϕ) =
3M2

4κ2

1− (N0 + 1)e
κ(ϕ0−ϕ)√
(N0+1)

1 + (N0 + 1)e
κ(ϕ0−ϕ)√
(N0+1)


2

. (74)

Now, if we want that the above potential must be zero at ϕ = 0, we have to set:

(N0 + 1)e
κϕ0√
(N0+1) = 1, (75)

from which we obtain finally:

V (ϕ) =
3M2

4κ2
tanh2

(
κϕ

2
√
N0 + 1

)
. (76)

The corresponding f(R) inflationary model can be found starting from the expression of

the slowly–varying function:

A(N) =
1

6M2

(
1 +

N0 + 1

N + 1

)
, (77)

Re–doing then all the steps in the reconstruction technique, in the limits N ≫ N0 and

R ≫ R0, one gets (see [16]):

f(R) ∼ R2

6M2

1 + (
R0

R

)√ 3
2(N0+1)

 , (78)

which again behaves like a modification of the pure R2 scenario but this time by means

of a slowly–varying function that goes like (1/R)γ. In particular, the above model reduces

exactly to the Starobinsky model (16) for R0 = 6M2 and N0 = 1/2.

We conclude this subsection observing that, in the specific case δ = 1 and in the limit of

small N0, we are able to generate the predictions typical of α–attractors formalism:

ns = 1− 2

N + 1
, r =

12α

(N + 1)2
, (79)

if we make the following identification:

8(N0 + 1) = 12α. (80)
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This fact is confirmed if we looked at the form of the reconstructed potential V (ϕ). Using

again the relation (80), indeed the potential (76) reduces to [16]:

V (ϕ) =
3M2

4κ2
tanh2

(
κϕ√
6α

)
, (81)

and this is related to the so–called T–model [21, 24] inflation, namely the above identification

chooses one specific case among the all α–attractors. Here it is a simple consequence of the

choice δ = 1. This particular expression for the potential was originally introduced by

Kallosh et al since it is the simplest superconformally invariant theory with spontaneous

symmetry breaking that leads to an inflationary expansion of the Universe. The predictions

of this model interpolate those of a large–field model with a quadratic potential (i.e. V (ϕ) ∼

ϕ2) for α ≫ 1 and the R +R2 model for α = 1.

This property is perfectly consistent with our results, taking care of (80), as can we seen

from (52) in the δ = 1 case.

We stress that the power of the direct smooth method of reconstruction lies in the fact that

it shows manifestly the correspondence between the T–model potential and the associated

f(R) model of gravity for different values of N0. Indeed, as we have seen, the N0 = 1/2 (i.e.

α = 1) case generates naturally the Starobinsky model. On the other hand, in the N0 ≫ 1

case, the f(R) model which corresponds to the quadratic potential in ϕ is the following one

valid in the limit R ≫ R0 (see [16]):

f(R) =
R2

6M2

1 +
(
R0

R

)√ 3
2(N0+1)

1−
(
R0

R

)√ 3
2(N0+1)


2

, (82)

that in the N0 ≫ 1 gives:

f(R) ∼ R2

log2
(

R
R0

)γ , (83)

where γ =
√

3
2(N0+1)

. Again we have obtained logarithmic correction to R2 as in the case A

for V −1
0 . Furthermore, we note that the denominator of the above model does resemble the

one previously found in (62).
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B. Case B , δ = 1
2

In this second subsection, we consider the case B, but with the choice δ = 1
2
, since this

case is also marginally admitted by data. One gets

ns = 1− 3

2(N + 1)
, (84)

r ∼ 4(N0 + 1)1/2

(N + 1)3/2
N0 ≪ 1 , (85)

r ∼ 4

N + 1
N0 ≫ 1 . . (86)

In the (ns, r)–plane, one has

r =
8(2N0 + 2)1/2

3
√
3

(1− ns)
3/2 . (87)

The potential as a function of N reads

V (N) =

 κ4

3π2P0

√
(N0 + 1)

− κ4

12π2

∫ N

N0

dN

P0 (N + 1)3/2

−1

, (88)

namely

V (N) =
3M2

1/2

4κ2

1 +
√
N0 + 1

N + 1

−1

. (89)

Here we have introduced the new mass:

M2
1/2 =

8π2P0

√
(N0 + 1)

κ2
. (90)

The other useful result is the expression for ϕ, which can be exactly evaluated

κ(ϕ− ϕ0) =
√
8(N0 + 1)1/4

([
(N + 1)1/2 + (N0 + 1)1/2

]1/2
−

√
2(N0 + 1)1/4

)
, (91)

The reconstruction of the potential leads to

V (ϕ) =
3M2

1/2

4κ2

(
κ(ϕ− ϕ0) + 4

√
N0 + 1

)2
− 8(N0 + 1)(

κ(ϕ− ϕ0) + 4
√
N0 + 1

)2 . (92)

We may fix the arbitrary constant ϕ0 requiring V (0) = 0. As a result, in the above expression,

one gets

κϕ0 = (4− 2
√
2)
√
(N0 + 1) . (93)
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Thus, taking into accout the expression for M2
1/2, we have

V (ϕ) =
6π2P0

κ4

2
√
8(N0 + 1)κϕ+

√
(N0 + 1)κ2ϕ2(

κ(ϕ+
√
8(N0 + 1)

)2
 . (94)

Let us discuss the asymptotic limit N0 >> 1, namely

V (ϕ) ≃ 6π2P0√
2κ3

ϕ , (95)

namely a linear potential. This is in agreement with the related spectral asymptotics of the

index r, and the reconstruction procedure is similar to the one discussed in the previous

Section.

In the other limit N0 << 1, in the (ns, r)–plane, one has

r =
8(2N0 + 2)1/2

3
√
3

(1− ns)
3/2 , (96)

and the potential may taken in the form (94). In this case, the potential in the Einstein

frame is an increasing function of ϕ, unbounded from below. As a check, we may discuss

the slow-roll approximation, considering the above potential in the large ϕ approximation.

Then, it is easy to check that one gets the relation (96).

The model is compatible with Planck data: for ns = 0.968, one gets r = 0.0124 within a

number of e-fold around N = 60.

Finally, in order to reconstruct the related f(R) = R2A(R), one has to make use of the

relation κ(ϕ− ϕ0) =
√

3
2
log R

R0
and relation (91), obtaining

log(
R

R0

) =

√
16

3
(N0 + 1)1/4

([
(N + 1)1/2 + (N0 + 1)1/2

]1/2
−
√
2(N0 + 1)1/4

)
, (97)

Then, in the approximation we are dealing with, we may write

(N0 + 1)1/2

(N + 1)1/2
=

8(N0 + 1)

16(N0 + 1) + 16
√

3
2
(N0 + 1) log R

R0
+ 3 log2 R

R0

. (98)

As a result, one gets

f(R) =
R2

6M2
1/2

1 + 16(N0 + 1)

16(N0 + 1) + 16
√

3
2
(N0 + 1) log R

R0
+ 3 log2 R

R0

 . (99)

We conclude this Section observing that in the recent papers [49], alpha-attractors within

f(R) modified gravitational models have been investigated with a different approach. In
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these paper, the authors have been implemented the reconstruction of inflationary f(R)

models working directly in the Jordan frame, namely, making use of the values of slow-roll

parameters in this frame.

The novelty in the Starobinsky approach consists first in dealing with the reconstruction

of the potential in the Einstein frame, and then the reconstruction of the modified f(R)

models is achieved making use of the well known standard procedure.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have shown that the parametrization of the spectrum of scalar per-

turbations in terms of N , the number of e–folds left to the end of inflation, permits the

reconstruction of the potential, present in the Einstein frame action, in function of the

scalar field ϕ. Within the same framework, we have also shown that the direct reconstruc-

tion of f(R) inflationary models is also possible under the assumption, which was proven

in the aftermath, that these ones can be expressed as a modification of a pure R2 model

deformed by the presence of a slowly–varying function of R.

We have also shown that this reconstruction technique is connected to the Mukhanov

one, since there is a one–to–one correspondence between the parametrization of PR and the

one of the barotropic index ω. Taking advantage of this, we have shown that a power law

form for PR corresponds to a “decaying cosmological constant” that solves the graceful exit

problem.

Furthermore, we have studied the impact of the integration constant V −1
0 on the recon-

struction technique. We have found that it controls the N –dependence of the tensor–to–

scalar ratio r while it leaves unchanged the spectral index ns. In particular, it is possible to

fix V −1
0 in such a way that r becomes linear in 1/N (case A) or more generically behaves

like 1/N δ+1 (case B).

In the first case, the predictions of the spectral indexes reproduce the ones typical of

large–field inflation as revealed by the resolution of the reconstruction formulas for the

potential V (ϕ) that can be written as a power in the scalar field. The corresponding f(R)

model, which possesses logarithmic corrections, results to be a generalization of the quasi–

scale invariant model presented in [25, 45] with a modified convex–concave divide in the

(ns, r)–plane that crosses the most interesting part of the observational data for ns and r.
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Such a model can possibly be originated by quantum loop–corrections whose resummation

is controlled by the parameter δ. The feasibility of this model could be tested if future

observations would confirm the existence of a “lower” concave–convex divide.

In the case B, on the other hand, we have focused our attention to the situation when, at

δ = 1, the tensor–to–scalar ratio becomes quadratic in 1/N as favored by the cosmological

data. Here we have found that the predictions of the spectral indexes resemble the ones

present in the α–attractors formalism if now the role of the free parameter α that labels

the members of the class is played by N0. Furthermore, this result is confirmed by the

reconstructed potential which takes the form of the one present in the T–model inflation

which tends to a quadratic potential when N0 ≫ 1. Just like V (ϕ), also the corresponding

f(R) model depends on the value of N0. In the large N0 limit we have obtained again a

logarithmic correction to the pure R2 gravity in agreement with the results of the case A

while, in the small N0 limit, the f(R) model gets corrected by a slowly–varying function in

R and reproduces exactly the Starobinsky model and its predictions for the choice N0 = 1/2.

Furthermore, we may add that for δ > 1, analogues of small-field inflation in f(R) gravity

are also possible.

Taking into account all of these results, we believe that the Starobinksy method of re-

construction can be considered one of the most powerful approaches for generating viable

inflationary models thanks to its capability of ranging over different models.
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