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Abstract

This paper is devoted to memory of late Professor V. G. Bagrov, who was my first teacher
in theoretical physics. About 45 years later, theoretical physics has changed and me too.
The subject of this paper relates some old ideas in cosmology with some recent ideas, as is
reflected in the title. The current status of Starobinsky inflation is reviewed and compared
to three main conjectures in the Swampland program. It is argued that the Starobinsky
inflation model is not in conflict with those Swampland conjectures in their basic versions.
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1 Introduction

Professor Vladislav Gavrilovich Bagrov was Chair in Quantum Field Theory at Tomsk State
University in Western Siberia since 1974. His influence on students in theoretical physics
in Tomsk was immense. I was one of those students in late 70’s. Professor Bagrov had
great and unique personality, and always defended academic freedom for his students. In
his terms, the academic freedom meant ”do not interfere” and ”do not exploit” students -
they will find a way in research themselves. At the same time, students were required to
observe the rule ”the Chair is always right”. And it worked! Many of us went to research
areas totally unknown in Tomsk. For instance, in late 80’s, I wrote the first book in Russian
about superstring theory [1].

Life in Siberia was always tough, and surviving there meant taking care of the necessities
at all times. A purely theoretical research in Siberia was nonsense for many people, or just
fun (for us). Nevertheless, we did it, and for some of us it became a lifetime challenge [2].

In this paper, I want to continue the tradition mentioned above, and briefly address
the subject of Starobinsky inflation in connection to the so-called Swampland conjectures
originated in string theory when it met cosmology and inflation. Professor Alexei Alexan-
drovich Starobinsky was a pioneer of cosmological inflation in early 80’s, who passed away
almost simultaneously with Professor Bagrov. I had a privilege to work with Professor
Starobinsky also, though much later [3, 4].

This paper is neither a review (there are many reviews about the subjects in the title),
nor a historical (or chronological) description, so that many original contributions are not
mentioned or referred to, in order to save space.

2 Starobinsky model of inflation

Cosmological inflation is a proposal (sometimes called a cosmological paradigm) about the
existence of a ”short” but ”fast” (exponential, or de-Sitter-type) accelerated grow of the
scale factor a(t) in the very early Universe between 10−36 s and 10−32 s, before particle
production (reheating) and before the radiation-dominated era described by the Friedman
metric. Inflation is often defined by the equation

ä(t) > 0 or, equivalently,
d

dt
(aH)−1 < 0 , (1)

where H(t) is the Hubble function, H = ȧ/a, and the dots denote the time derivatives.
Though the functions a and ȧ were increasing with time during inflation, the Hubble (or
particle) horizon (aH)−1, describing the causally connected region in space, was decreasing.
Unlike dark energy (accelerating Universe), there was a quick ”Graceful Exit” after infla-
tion. An inflationary solution is supposed to be an attractor, in order to eliminate strong
dependence upon initial conditions.

There is the significant (indirect) evidence for inflation due to (i) correct predictions
of fluctuations and anisotropy of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) radiation, (ii)
explaining the origin of the Friedman universe by solving its internal problems of flatness
and horizon, and the absence of exotic species and heavy relics. Furthermore, (iii) inflation
can explain the origin of structure in the current Universe, because it amplified quantum
fluctuations that can be seeds of the structure formation.

There are many inflation models consistent with CMB observations because the CMB
offers merely a small window to inflation. Any approach needs a driver for inflation, while
it is usually taken to be a neutral scalar field called inflaton. When assuming no other
particles during inflation, gravity and inflaton would be the only essential players, whose
unification leads to the gravitational origin of inflation. Even without such unification, the
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standard approach to inflation (known as quintessence) can be reformulated in terms of
gravity only, which appears to be a good discrimination tool for all ”single-field” inflation
models.

The Starobinsky model of inflation [5] can be defined as the generally-covariant and non-
perturbative extension of the standard Einstein-Hilbert (EH) gravity theory by the term
quadratic in the Ricci scalar curvature R. All terms of the higher-order in the spacetime
curvature are known to be irrelevant in the Solar system, while they were also negligible
during reheating after inflation, i.e. in the weak-gravity regime. However, it was not the
case during inflation, when the scale of inflation was much higher.

The Starobinsky model can be considered as the particular case of modified gravity. A
modified gravity action has the higher-derivatives and generically suffers from Ostrogradsky
instability and ghosts. However, there are exceptions. In the most general modified gravity
action, whose Lagrangian is quadratic in the spacetime curvature, the only ghost-free term
is just given by R2 with a positive coefficient, which leads to the Starobinsky model with
the action

S =
M2

Pl

2

∫
d4x

√
−g

(
R +

1

6M2
R2

)
=

M2
Pl

2

∫
d4x

√
−g F (R) , (2)

having the only (mass) parameter M , where MPl = 1/
√
8πGN ≈ 2.4 × 1018 GeV, the

spacetime signature is (−,+,+,+, ) and the natural units are used, ℏ = c = 1.
The metric of a flat Friedman universe is given by

ds2 = −dt2 + a2
(
dx2

1 + dx2
2 + dx2

3

)
. (3)

Then the action (2) leads to equations of motion in the form

2HḦ −
(
Ḣ
)2

+H2
(
6Ḣ +M2

)
= 0 , (4)

When searching for a solution in the form of left Painlevé series, H(t) =
∑k=p

k=−∞ ck(t0− t)k,
one finds [6]

H(t) =
M2

6
(t0 − t) +

1

6(t0 − t)
− 4

9M2(t0 − t)3
+

146

45M4(t0 − t)5

− 11752

315M6(t0 − t)7
+O

(
(t0 − t)−9

) (5)

valid for M(t0 − t) > 1. This special solution is an attractor, while R = 12H2 + 6Ḣ.
In the high-curvature regime relevant for inflation, the EH term can be ignored and the

action (2) with only the R2-term becomes scale-invariant. In the slow-roll (SR) approxi-

mation,
∣∣∣Ḧ∣∣∣≪ ∣∣∣HḢ

∣∣∣ and ∣∣∣Ḣ∣∣∣≪ H2, one has

H(t) ≈
(
M2

6

)
(t0 − t) . (6)

The attractor solution spontaneously breaks the scale invariance of the R2-gravity and,
therefore, implies the existence of the Nambu-Goldstone boson (scalaron) that is the phys-
ical scalar excitation of the higher-derivative gravity in the given approach. It can be
revealed by rewriting the Starobinsky action into the more standard (quintessence) form
after the field redefinition (Legendre-Weyl transform),

φ =

√
3

2
MPl lnF

′(χ) and gµν → 2

M2
Pl

F ′(χ)gµν , χ = R . (7)
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It yields

S[gµν , φ] =
M2

Pl

2

∫
d4x

√
−gR−

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
1
2g

µν∂µφ∂νφ+ V (φ)
]
, (8)

in terms of the canonical inflaton φ with the scalar potential

V (φ) =
3

4
M2

PlM
2

[
1− exp

(
−
√

2
3φ/MPl

)]2
. (9)

This potential has a plateau (for large values of φ/MPl) that implies an approximate shift
symmetry of the inflaton field, as the consequence of the scale invariance of the R2 gravity
or of the approximate scale invariance of the action (2) in the large-curvature regime. The
potential (8) also has a positive ”cosmological constant” given by the first term in (8) and
induced by the R2 term in the action (2), which can be interpreted as the energy driving
inflation. The scale of inflation is determined by the parameter M that is identified with
the inflaton mass. The universality class is determined by the critical parameter

√
2/3.

The equivalent actions (2) and (7) are usually referred to Jordan frame and Einstein
frame, respectively. The approximate shift symmetry of the potential (8) is the consequence
of the approximate scale invariance of the R2 gravity, which requires the presence of the R2

term in any viable model of inflation on the modified F (R)-gravity side. It becomes even
more transparent by using the inverse transformation from the Einstein frame to Jordan
frame, having the parametric form [7]

R =

( √
6

MPl

dV

dφ
+

4V

M2
Pl

)
e

√
2
3φ/MPl

, F =

( √
6

MPl

dV

dφ
+

2V

M2
Pl

)
e
2

√
2
3φ/MPl

. (10)

As is clear from these equations, in the SR approximation (chaotic inflation) the first term
in the brackets is much less than the second term, which immediately implies F (R) ∼ R2.

Up to this point, no input from CMB observations was used besides theoretical (formal)
considerations. The fact that the Starobinsky model (1980) of inflation is in excellent
agreement with the current CMB measurements [8] can, therefore, be considered as a non-
trivial bonus and as an experimental validation of the theoretical model.

A duration of inflation is usually measured by the e-folds number defined by

N =

∫ tend

tstart

H(t)dt . (11)

One also uses the running e-foldsN(t) instead of the running time t, as well as the co-moving
wavenumber k = 2π/λ related to N(t) by the equation d ln k = −dN .

The SR (running) parameters in Einstein frame are defined by

εsr(φ) =
M2

Pl

2

(
V ′

V

)2

and ηsr(φ) = M2
Pl

(
V ′′

V

)
, (12)

in terms of the quintessence scalar potential V , where the primes denote the derivatives
with respect to φ. In Jordan frame, one uses the Hubble flow functions,

ϵH = − Ḣ

H2
, ηH = ϵH − ϵ̇H

2ϵHH
. (13)

The amplitude of scalar perturbations at the horizon crossing with the pivot scale k∗ =
0.05 Mpc−1 is well known from CMB measurements (WMAP normalization) as

As =
V 3
∗

12π2M6
Pl(V∗

′)2
=

3M2

8π2M2
Pl

sinh4

(
φ∗√
6MPl

)
≈ 2 · 10−9 , (14)
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where the result of calculation in the Starobinsky model has also been given. The star-
subscript refers to the CMB pivot scale. Equation (13) allows us to determine the mass
parameter M in the Starobinsky model together with the scale of inflation, Hinf., as

M ≈ 3 · 1013 GeV or
M

MPl

≈ 1.3 · 10−5 , and H ≈ O(1014) GeV . (15)

Having fixed M , we get the Starobinsky model without free parameters.
Next, it comes to the crucial check of the model against the dimensionless cosmological

tilts of the power spectrum (the scalar tilt ns and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r), whose values
are constrained by the CMB measurements [8] as follows:

ns ≈ 1 + 2ηsr − 6εsr ≈ 0.9649± 0.0042 (68%CL) and r < 0.032 (95%CL) , (16)

where we have added the results of calculations in the Starobinsky model, in the first order
with respect to the SR parameters. The Starobinsky inflation model gives

ns ≈ 1− 2/N and r ≈ 12/N2 , (17)

that comfortably fit the CMB measurements for N between 48 and 64, with the best fit
at N ≈ 56. The corresponding values in Jordan frame for the beginning and the end of
inflation are M(t0 − t) ≈ 2.5 and M(t0 − t) ≈ 27, respectively. Equations (16) are given in
the leading orders with respect to N , see [9, 10] for more precise results.

Excluding N from equations (16) yields a sharp prediction of the Starobinsky model for
the tensor-to-scalar ratio,

r ≈ 3(1− ns)
2 . (18)

Verifying this prediction is one of the major targets of the LiteBIRD, BICEP and Simons
Observatory projects in the world.

The Starobinsky inflation does not exclude the higher-order curvature terms in the
action (2), though it implies that those terms were subleading during inflation, being sup-
pressed by the powers of H2/M2

Pl ∼ 10−8. The Starobinsky model is sensitive to quantum
(UV) corrections because of its high scale and the inflaton field values near the Planck scale
during inflation. Therefore, it is important to determine its UV-cutoff ΛUV by studying
scaling of scattering amplitudes with respect to energy, E/ΛUV. A careful calculation yields
[11]

ΛUV = MPl . (19)

Therefore, the predictions of the Starobinsky model for inflation make sense and the model
itself can be considered as a trustable effective field theory due to decoupling of heavy
modes expected at the Planck scale [12].

3 Swampland conjectures and Starobinsky model

According to the existing reviews of the Swampland conjectures in the literature [13, 14],
there are many conjectures and many versions of them. All of them are about consistency
with quantum gravity (or UV completion), either in string theory or in general. The Swamp-
land program is aimed to discriminate between various effective field theories (EFT). The
Starobinsky model can also be considered as an EFT. Unfortunately, not much known for
sure about quantum gravity, so that let us confine ourselves to only three Swampland con-
jectures in their simplest versions, and examine whether the Starobinsky model of inflation
is consistent with them.
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3.1 No global symmetries in quantum gravity

This Swampland conjecture is about the absence of global (or rigid) symmetries in any
fundamental theory of quantum gravity. It claims that only local (or gauge) symmetries
are possible in quantum gravity. This conjecture is fully in line with fundamental principles
of General Relativity but may appear unusual for particle physics based on the Standard
Model near or below the electro-weak scale.

As regard the Starobinsky model, it has only approximate (global) scale invariance
related to the R2 term alone, which is obviously violated by the EH term and any other
possible higher-order term with respect to the spacetime curvature in the gravitational EFT.
Therefore, the Starobinsky model does not violate the no-global-symmetry conjecture.

3.2 Weak-gravity conjecture

In its simplest version, this conjecture claims that gravity is the weakest force, for example,
in comparison to electromagnetic force.

At first sight, the Starobinsky model of inflation contradicts this conjecture because
the Starobinsky inflation relies on the gravitational force as the only force driving inflation
in Jordan frame. However, in Einstein frame, Starobinsky inflation is mainly due to the
inflaton selfinteractions described by the scalar potential (8), i.e. due to the inflaton force
(or inflaton exchange). Therefore, there is no contradiction between the Starobinsky model
of inflation and the weak-gravity conjecture.

One may also argue that during inflation there were no sources of electromagnetic force
because there were no charged particles yet (they appeared during reheating after inflation).

3.3 No-de-Sitter conjecture

This conjecture claims that no de Sitter (dS) spacetime and no eternal inflation are possible
in quantum gravity.

Again, at first sight, it appears to be in contradiction to the Starobinsky model of
inflation because the potential (8) has the infinite plateau. However, the infinite plateau
in the Starobinsky model (2) is easily destabilized by the higher-order terms with respect
to the spacetime curvature, which are certainly present in any UV-completion of the EFT
action (2), see e.g., [6, 15]. A stronger version of the conjecture, excluding all locally flat
inflaton potentials [16] seems to be in conflict with observations [17], see also [18] for more
arguments.

4 Conclusion

Our main conclusion is that the Starobinsky model of inflation is not in conflict with the
main three Swampland conjectures in their simplest versions, unlike the claim made in [19].

In the original paper [5] as well as in [19], the Starobinsky model was assumed to origi-
nate from quantum effects (renormalization) due to the matter field (loop) contributions to
the energy-momentum tensor on the right-hand-side of the effective (semiclassical) Einstein
equations. According to equations (2) and (3) in [5], see also [20], there are several such
terms. A contribution from a single quantized matter field comes with a dimensionless
coefficient of the order 10−4, whereas the coefficient at the R2-action in the Starobinsky
model of inflation is of the order 109. Hence, one needs about 1013 quantized matter fields
in order to describe Starobinsky inflation. There is no evidence for the existence of such
tower of light fields or particles during inflation with a new fundamental scale. Should
such scale exist and be close to the Hubble scale of the order 1014 GeV predicted by the
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Starobinsky inflation, it would invalidate the UV-cutoff (19) and lead to strongly coupled
gravity beyond computational control.

It is worth mentioning that the Starobinsky model (2) is the best fit for inflation only.
Outside the high-curvature regime relevant for inflation, the coefficient at the R2 term
should also be changed. This coefficient is expected to be modulated by other fields [21].
Of course, the R2-inflation may also be ruled out either by future measurements of the
tensor-to-scalar ratio with the result significantly different from the prediction (18) or by
observing a significant amount of non-Gaussianity.

A string theory derivation of the Starobinsky inflation is unknown, though it is possible
to get the effective scalar potential close to (8) in Einstein frame, see e.g., [22, 23]. Any
such potential can be converted to Jordan frame by using (9) with the result close but
different from (2). On the other hand, the inflaton potential in string theory can be non-
perturbatively generated by using D-brane and anti-D-brane interactions [24], which imply
the presence of a massive abelian gauge field during inflation. Such field naturally arises
in the Starobinsky-like inflationary models based on supergravity with spontaneous super-
symmetry breaking due to the alternative Fayet-Iliopoulos term and inflaton belonging to
a massive vector supermultiplet [25].

Finally, fine-tuning in describing inflation is not necessarily a drawback because inflation
was a unique event in the Universe, whose parameters may not be derivable from pure
thoughts. The CMB observations teach us a real lesson about inflation and the Starobinsky
model certainly captures significant part of the true story that should also be incorporated
into quantum gravity theory.
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