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Abstract. We consider the consistency condition for “strong” sustained rapid
turn inflation with third order slow roll (SRRT) in two-field cosmological mo-
dels with oriented scalar manifold as a geometric PDE which constrains the
scalar field metric and potential of such models. When supplemented by ap-
propriate boundary conditions, the equation determines one of these objects
in terms of the other and hence selects “fiducial” models for strong SRRT in-
flation. When the scalar potential is given, the equation can be simplified
by fixing the conformal class of the scalar field metric (equivalently, fixing a
complex structure which makes the scalar manifold into a complex Riemann
surface). Then the consistency equation becomes a contact Hamilton-Jacobi
PDE which determines the scalar field metric within the given conformal class.
We analyze this equation with standard methods of PDE theory, discuss its
quasilinearization near a non-degenerate critical point of the scalar potential
and extract natural asymptotic conditions for its solutions at such points. We
also give numerical examples of solutions to a simple Dirichlet problem. For
the case of elliptic curves relevant to two-field axion cosmology, we determine
the general symmetry-adapted solution of the equation for potentials with a
single charge vector.
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Introduction

Multifield inflationary cosmology is a subject of renewed interest given its natural
connection to fundamental theories of gravity and matter such as string theory. In
fact, recent arguments suggest [1, 2, 3, 4] that such models may be preferred in
all consistent theories of quantum gravity. The simplest examples are provided by
two-field models, which already display some of the general features of multifield
cosmology.

Two-field cosmological models have much richer phenomenology than their one-
field counterparts, due to existence of non-geodesic trajectories which allow for
new inflationary regimes such as those characterized by “large” turning rates. Cos-
mological trajectories with sustained “rapid” turn and slow roll are of significant
phenomenological interest [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19]. Such
models also display much more involved dynamics than their one-field counterparts,
some general aspects of which were explored in [20, 21, 22]. Noether symmetries of
two-field models were discussed in [23, 24, 25].

A conceptually important problem in the study of multifield inflationary scena-
rios is to find useful conditions on a given model which tell us when cosmological
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trajectories satisfying the desired regime may exist. This is essential for develop-
ing selection criteria which can be used to rule out phenomenologically irrelevant
models without attempting to compute trajectories in each candidate model “by
hand” – given that every candidate model admits a continuous infinity of solutions
depending on the choice of initial data.

This problem was first addressed systematically in reference [26] (see [27] for a
summary) in the context of so-called strong rapid turn inflation with third order
slow roll (SRRT). The qualifier “strong” means that the square of the dimensionless
turning rate of trajectories is required to be much larger than one, as has been the
tradition in studies of rapid-turn inflation.

It was shown in [26] that such a dynamical regime can exist only in those regions
of the field space where the scalar field metric and scalar potential of the two-field
cosmological model approximately satisfy the so-called strong1 SRRT consistency
condition. When imposed strictly, i.e. as an actual equality rather than an approxi-
mate equality, this condition is a nonlinear geometric PDE (herein called the strong
SRRT equation) which constrains the scalar field metric and potential in terms of
each other and hence selects fiducial two-field models for strong SRRT inflation.
The equation thus provides a model selection criterion which is apriori in the sense
that it does not require one to compute trajectories in order to test the fitness of
a candidate model for existence of this inflationary regime. The scalar field metric
and potential for which the cosmological equation is likely to admit such a dynami-
cal regime must be “close” (in the Whitney topology) to those of a fiducial model,
which satisfy the strong SRRT equation exactly.

In previous literature on the subject, the dominant viewpoint has been to start
with a given pair consisting of a scalar field metric and potential and interpret the
strong SRRT equation as a constraint which must be satisfied approximately by
these objects in those regions of the field space where strong SRRT trajectories have
a chance to exist. This approach is inefficient since it is based on “trial and error”
and because the set of two-field models with fixed scalar field space is uncountably
infinite. The point of view taken in the present paper is more constructive. Namely,
we will take only the scalar potential of the model as given and view the strong
SRRT equation as a geometric PDE for the scalar field metric, which can be used
to determine the latter in terms of the scalar potential provided that appropriate
boundary or asymptotic conditions are imposed. In principle, this partially solves
the model selection problem by allowing one to parameterize fiducial strong SRRT
models solely by their target manifold and scalar potential. In string compactifica-
tions with low or no supersymmetry (i.e. those compactifications most likely to be
relevant to cosmology), the scalar potential tends to be easier to compute than the
metric on the moduli space.

When the scalar potential is fixed, the strong SRRT equation (viewed as a PDE
for the scalar field metric) turns out to be rather formidable when written in an
arbitrary coordinate system on the scalar field space. To simplify it, we fix the
conformal class of the metric, which – for an oriented scalar field space – amounts
to fixing a complex structure J which renders the latter into a (generally non-
compact) Riemann surface. This complex parameterization allows us to locally

1Later work [28, 29] derived a similar – but less restrictive – consistency condition for so-called
weak rapid-turn inflation with third order slow roll, where the qualifier “weak” means that one
requires only that the squared dimensionless turning rate η2⊥ is much larger that the magnitudes
of the first three slow roll parameters (though it could be smaller that one, so this is not “rapid”
turn in the traditional sense). This reduces to the consistency condition derived in [26] in the
traditional case η2⊥ ≫ 1. It was shown in loc. cit. that certain models previously proposed in
the literature satisfy only the weak SRRT condition. We consider only strong rapid turn in the
present paper.
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write the strong SRRT equation with fixed scalar potential as a first order PDE for
the conformal factor of the scalar field metric, which turns out to be the local form
of a geometric PDE of contact Hamilton-Jacobi type for the volume form of that
metric. This establishes an unexpected connection between consistency of “strong”
rapid turn inflation and contact mechanics (see [30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38])
as well as contact geometry [39, 40, 41].

When written in local isothermal coordinates for the complex structure J , our
geometric equation takes the standard contact Hamilton-Jacobi form for a contact
Hamiltonian which is a cubic polynomial in momenta with coefficients dependent
in a complicated manner on the scalar potential. Analyzing this equation with the
classical method of characteristics allows one to extract some qualitative informa-
tion about its local solutions, while studying various asymptotic regimes provides
further insight. As typical for nonlinear PDEs, a local smooth solution of the equa-
tion can develop “shocks” (singularities or discontinuities in its partial derivatives)
when one attempts to extend it to a solution defined on the entire scalar manifold,
as illustrated by the phenomenon of crossing characteristics. However, the equa-
tion turns out to be proper in the sense of the theory of viscosity solutions (see
[42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49]), so its appropriately posed Dirichlet problems have
unique global viscosity solutions when the boundary conditions are interpreted in
the viscosity sense. Properness of the equation also allows one to approximate vis-
cosity solutions by classical solutions of its viscosity perturbation, when one takes
the viscosity parameter of the latter to zero. This allows for numerical computa-
tion of viscosity solutions, as we illustrate in the paper. In general, our contact
Hamiltonian does not satisfy the Tonelli-type and other conditions required by the
contact version [50, 51, 52, 53] of Aubry-Mather theory [54, 55], so the equation
does not seem amenable to weak KAM methods.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 1 recalls the geometric formulation
of two-field cosmological models in the absence of cosmological perturbations and
discusses the complex parameterization of such models. In the same section, we
introduce certain geometric objects which will play an important role later on. Sec-
tion 2 briefly recalls the strong SRRT consistency condition derived in [26] and
discusses the strong SRRT equation in its frame-free form, using the jet bundle
formalism for geometric nonlinear differential operators (see [56, 57, 58]). In Sec-
tion 3, we explain the process of passing to the complex parameterization of the
scalar field metric and show that, when the scalar potential and conformal class
of this metric are fixed, the resulting equation for the volume form is of geometric
contact Hamilton-Jacobi type. We also show that working in isothermal Liouville
coordinates on the first jet bundle of the positive determinant half-line bundle of
the target manifold allows us to write the equation locally as a standard contact
Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the conformal factor of the scalar field metric. In
Section 4, we analyze this equation using the method of characteristics, establish
its properness and present some numerically computed characteristics and viscos-
ity approximants for a natural Dirichlet problem in the case of quadratic potentials
which are positive on a vicinity of the origin in R2. In Section 5, we study the quasi-
linear approximation of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation in the vicinity of a
non-degenerate critical point of the scalar potential. After discussing the character-
istics of this approximation, we analyze its symmetries and scale-invariant solutions.
We also present some numerically-computed characteristics and viscosity approx-
imants for a Dirichlet problem of the quasilinear equation near a non-degenerate
critical point. Finally, we extract natural asymptotic conditions for solutions of
the fully nonlinear eqation in the vicinity of such a point. Section 6 briefly dis-
cusses the case of models with 2-torus target, which arise as toy examples in axion
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cosmology [59, 60, 61, 62]. After explaining the complex parameterization of such
models and the “axionic” presentation of general smooth scalar potentials, we make
a few remarks on the interpretation of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation as a
nonlinear PDE for doubly-periodic functions on the complex plane and find the ge-
neral symmetry-adapted solution of this equation for potentials with a single charge
vector. Section 7 presents our conclusions and some directions for further research.

0.1. Notations and conventions. All manifolds considered in this paper are
smooth and paracompact. We denote by O the trivial real line bundle on M.
For any smooth vector bundle E over M and any k ∈ Z≥0 ⊔ {∞}, we denote by
Ck(E) the space of those sections of E defined over M which are of class Ck. For
ease of notation, we let Γ(E)

def.
= C∞(E) denote the space of smooth sections of E.

We denote by X(M)
def.
= Γ(TM) the space of smooth vector fields defined on M.

To avoid cumbersome formulas, we will occasionally not distinguish between the
notations (x1, x2) and (x1, x2) for local coordinates on a 2-manifold. The norms
used on natural vector bundles associated to a Riemannian manifold are induced
by a Riemannian metric given on that manifold. We denote by εij the components
of the Levi-Civita density in local coordinates on a two-manifold M and by ϵij the
components of the Levi-Civita tensor relative to a Riemannian metric G defined on
M. The two are related by the equation:

ϵij =
√

|G|ϵij ,

where |G| is the Gram determinant of G in those local coordinates.
This paper uses the standard notations and conventions of modern Riemannian

geometry (see [63]). We refer the reader to [64] for the basic theory of jet bun-
dles, which is indispensable for understanding nonlinear differential equations on
manifolds.

1. The geometric formulation of two-field cosmological models and
their complex parameterization

By a two-field cosmological model we mean a classical cosmological model with two
real scalar fields derived from the following Lagrangian on a spacetime with topology
R4, which is endowed with its standard differentiable structure and orientation:

L[g, φ] =
[
M2

2
R(g)− 1

2
Trgφ

∗(G)− V ◦ φ
]
volg . (1)

Here M is the reduced Planck mass and g is a Lorentzian metric on R4 (taken to
be of “mostly plus” signature), while volg and R(g) are the volume form and scalar
curvature of g. The real scalar fields are described by a map φ : R4 → M, where M
is a (generally non-compact) connected, smooth and paracompact surface without
boundary which we assume to be oriented and endowed with a smooth Riemannian
metric G, while V : M → R is a smooth function which plays the role of potential
for the scalar fields described by φ. The quantity V ◦ φ is the composition of the
map V with φ, which is a smooth map from R4 to R. The quantity φ∗(G) denotes
the pull-back of G by φ, which is a symmetric covariant 2-tensor defined on R4.
The operation Trg is the trace induced by g on the space of such tensors, which
is obtained by lifting either of the indices using g and then taking the trace of the
resulting endomorphism of the tangent bundle of R4. In local coordinates on M
and R4, we have:

Trgφ
∗(G) = gαβGij∂αφ

i∂βφ
j ,

which is the usual local form of the Lagrange density for the nonlinear sigma model
with target space (M,G). Notice that the formulation given in (1) is manifestly
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coordinate-free and valid for target surfaces M of nontrivial topology. The fact
that the topology of M has highly nontrivial effects on the cosmological dynamics
derived from (1) was pointed out in [65] and illustrated in [66, 67] in the case when
the target space metric G is hyperbolic2. See also [20] and [21].

One usually requires that the target space metric G is complete in order to ensure
conservation of energy. For simplicity, we will assume throughout this paper that
V is strictly positive and non-constant on M. The Riemannian 2-manifold (M,G)
is called the scalar manifold of the model while the triplet (M,G, V ) is called its
scalar triple. It is convenient to parameterize the Lagrangian (1) by the quadruplet
M

def.
= (M0,M,G, V ), where:

M0
def.
= M

√
2

3
is the rescaled Planck mass. We denote by:

CritV
def.
= {m ∈ M | (dV )(m) = 0} and M0

def.
= M\ CritV (2)

the critical and noncritical subsets of M; the first of these consists of all those
points of M which are critical points of the scalar potential. Notice that the set
CritV is closed in the manifold topology of M and hence its complement M0 is an
open subset of M. Since M is connected, the latter set is non-empty iff V is not
constant on M.

The two-field cosmological model parameterized by the quadruplet M is obtained
by assuming that g is an FLRW metric with flat spatial section:

ds2g = −dt2 + a(t)2
3∑

i=1

dx2i , (3)

where a is a smooth and positive function of t and by taking φ to depend only on
the cosmological time t def.

= x0. Here (x0, x1, x2, x3) are the Cartesian coordinates
on R4. Define the Hubble parameter of the FLRW metric through:

H(t)
def.
=

ȧ(t)

a(t)
,

where the dot indicates derivation with respect to t.

1.1. The cosmological equation. Let π : TM → M be bundle projection. De-
fine the rescaled Hubble function H : TM → R>0 of the scalar triple (M,G, V )
through:

H(u)
def.
=

[
||u||2 + 2V (π(u))

]1/2 ∀u ∈ TM , (4)
where || || indicates the fiberwise norm induced on TM by the Riemannian metric
G. Let ∇ be the Levi-Civita connection of the scalar manifold (M,G). When
H(t) > 0 (which we assume for the remainder of the paper), the Euler-Lagrange
equations of (1) with the FLRW Ansatz (3) reduce (see [23, 24, 65]) to the following
second order geometric ODE known as the cosmological equation:

∇tφ̇(t) +
1

M0
H(φ̇(t))φ̇(t) + (gradV )(φ(t)) = 0 (5)

(where ∇t
def.
= ∇φ̇(t)), together with the Hubble condition:

H(t) =
1

3M0
H(φ̇(t)) , (6)

2Such effects are rarely discussed in the cosmology literature, most of which tacitly assumes
that the scalar manifold M is contractible. There exists no reason in string theory or supergravity
to restrict to models with a contractible target space.
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which determines the Hubble parameter for each solution of (5). The smooth solu-
tions φ : I → M of (5) (where I is a non-degenerate interval, i.e. an interval which
is not reduced to a point) are called cosmological curves, while their images in M
are called cosmological orbits. Given a cosmological curve φ, relation (6) deter-
mines the conformal factor a of the FLRW metric up to a multiplicative constant.
This formulation reduces classical cosmological dynamics to the problem of solving
the cosmological equation (given appropriate initial conditions). Notice that the
cosmological equation is well-defined for scalar manifolds M of nontrivial topology,
given that its derivation is valid in general.

A cosmological curve φ : I → M need not be an immersion. Accordingly, we
define the singular and regular parameter sets of φ through:

Ising
def.
= {t ∈ I | φ̇(t) = 0} , Ireg

def.
= I \ Ising = {t ∈ I | φ̇(t) ̸= 0} .

When φ is not constant, it can be shown that Ising is a discrete subset of I. The
sets of critical and noncritical times of φ are defined through:

Icrit
def.
= {t ∈ I | φ(t) ∈ CritV } , Inoncrit

def.
= I \ Icrit

def.
= {t ∈ I | φ(t) ̸∈ CritV } .

The cosmological curve φ is called non-degenerate if Ising = ∅ and noncritical if
Icrit = ∅. Noncriticality means that the orbit of φ does not meet the critical set
of V , i.e. φ(I) is contained in the noncritical submanifold M0 of M. It is easy
to see that a cosmological curve φ : I → M is constant iff its orbit consists of a
single point which coincides with a critical point of V , which in turn happens iff
there exists some t ∈ Ising ∩ Icrit. Hence for any non-constant cosmological curve
we have:

Ising ∩ Icrit = ∅ .

1.2. The complex parameterization of two-field models. Let E=Sym2(T ∗M)
be the vector bundle of symmetric covariant 2-tensors on M and E+ be its fiber
sub-bundle consisting of strictly positive-definite tensors. Then Met(M)

def.
= Γ(E+)

is the set of smooth Riemannian metrics defined on M. Cosmological models whose
target space is a fixed oriented surface M and with rescaled Planck mass M0 are pa-
rameterized by the continuously-infinite set Met(M)×C∞(M,R>0) of pairs (G, V ).
This set can be endowed, for example, with the Fréchet topology.

A well-known and convenient way to parameterize Riemannian metrics G on an
oriented surface M is through the pair (J, ω) formed by the complex structure J
defined by the conformal class of G relative to the orientation of M and the volume
form ω of G relative to that orientation. As explained in the next subsection, this
identifies Met(M) with Cx(M)×Γ(L+), where Cx(M) is the set of those complex
structures which induce the given orientation of M and L+ is the sub-bundle of
positive open half-lines in the real determinant line bundle of M. In this param-
eterization, the scalar manifold (M,G) identifies with the pair (S, ω) consisting of
the smooth (and generally non-compact) Riemann surface S def.

= (M, J) and the
2-form ω ∈ Ω2(M) = Ω1,1(S). In fact, the metric G is Hermitian with respect to
the complex structure J induced by its conformal class and hence automatically
Kähler since dω = 0 for dimension reasons. Moreover, ω coincides with its Käh-
ler form relative to J . Accordingly, the scalar triple (M,G, V ) identifies with the
ordered system (S, ω, V ). If Riemm denotes the proper class of all (not necessarily
compact) Riemann surfaces, then the class of all two-field models with oriented tar-
get space fibers over Riemm with fiber above S ∈ Riemm given by Γ(LS

+)×C∞(S),
where LS

+ is the bundle of open positive half-lines over S. We will use this complex
parameterization in most of the paper. In this formulation, the information carried
by the conformal class of G is encoded by the complex structure of the Riemann
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surface S, while the remaining information carried by G is encoded by its volume
form.

The complex parameterization can be made locally explicit by choosing a local
holomorphic coordinate z on S (relative to the complex structure J). In this case,
we have:

ω =
i

2
e2ϕdz ∧ dz̄ = iGzz̄dz ∧ dz̄ ,

where the conformal factor ϕ of G is a locally-defined smooth function of z and
z̄ (ϕ should not be confused with the cosmological curves φ(t) of the previous
subsection!). Thus:

Gzz̄ = Gz̄z =
1

2
e2ϕ , Gzz̄ = G z̄z = 2e−2ϕ

and the only non-vanishing Christoffel symbols are:

Γz
zz = Gzz̄∂zGzz̄ = 2∂zϕ

Γz̄
z̄z̄ = Γz

zz = 2∂z̄ϕ . (7)

Using these relations and the formulas:

∇tφ̇
i = φ̈i + Γi

jkφ̇
jφ̇k

gradGV = (gradGV )i∂i = (Gij∂jV )∂i

for (φ1, φ2) = (z, z̄), one finds that the cosmological equation (5) is equivalent
locally on M with the following system of second order ODEs:

z̈+ 2(∂zϕ)(z, z̄)ż
2+

1

M0

[
e2ϕ(z,z̄)ż ˙̄z + 2V (z, z̄)

]1/2
ż + 2e−2ϕ(z,z̄)(∂z̄V )(z, z̄)= 0

¨̄z+ 2(∂z̄ϕ)(z, z̄) ˙̄z
2+

1

M0

[
e2ϕ(z,z̄)ż ˙̄z + 2V (z, z̄)

]1/2
˙̄z + 2e−2ϕ(z,z̄)(∂zV )(z, z̄)= 0 ,

which is parameterized by M0, V and φ. The qualitative behavior of the solutions
of this system depends markedly on the conformal factor ϕ. In this paper, we will
be interested in those choices of ϕ which ensure that the system admits solutions
with sustained “strong” rapid turn and third order slow roll. As we explain in latter
sections, such solutions exist provided that ϕ satisfies a certain geometric contact
Hamilton-Jacobi equation, which takes classical contact Hamilton-Jacobi form in
the isothermal coordinates x1

def.
= Rez and x2

def.
= Imz defined by the local complex

coordinate z. This allows one to apply techniques from contact Hamilton-Jacobi
theory to address the strong SRRT selection problem for such models.

Remark 1.1. The cosmological equation (5) admits an equivalent description as
a geometric dynamical system [68, 69] defined on the tangent bundle TM of the
scalar manifold M. See [20] for an account of this equivalence.

1.3. The parameterization of scalar manifold metrics through volume
forms and complex structures. Let Tw(TM) be the fiber sub-bundle of the
bundle of endomorphisms End(TM) ≃ T ∗M⊗TM whose fiber at a point m ∈ M
consists of those endomorphisms Jm ∈ End(TmM) which satisfy the condition
J2
m = −idTmM. Moreover, let3:

Cx(M)
def.
= Γ(Tw(TM)) = {J ∈ End(TM) | J2 = −idTM}

be the set of complex structures of TM. Here End(TM)
def.
= Γ(End(M)). Recall

that any almost complex structure on TM is integrable (since its Nijenhuis tensor

3This should not be confused with the moduli space of complex structures on M, which is
(a certain compactification of) the quotient of Cx(M) by the group of orientation-preserving
diffeomorphisms of M.
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vanishes for dimension reasons) and hence is automatically a complex structure on
M. Every complex structure on TM induces a reduction of structure group from
GL(2,R) to GL(1,C) = C∗ ≃ R>0 × U(1) = R>0 × SO(2,R) (which is homotopy-
equivalent with SO(2,R)) and hence induces an orientation of M. Let Cx+(M) ⊂
Cx(M) be the subset of those complex structures which induce the given orientation
of M. Any such complex structure determines a maximal holomorphic atlas which
makes M into a smooth Riemann surface S def.

= (M, J) whose natural orientation
coincides with the original orientation of M.

Since M is two-dimensional and oriented, the metric G gives a reduction of struc-
ture group to SO(2,R) = U(1) ⊂ C∗ = GL(1,C) and hence determines a complex
structure J ∈ Cx+(M) which makes G into a Hermitian metric4. Therefore, the
complex structure J is G-orthogonal, i.e. it satisfies:

G(JX, JY ) = G(X,Y ) ∀X,Y ∈ X(M) , (8)

which is equivalent with the G-antisymmetry condition:

G(JX, Y ) = −G(X, JY ) ∀X,Y ∈ X(M) (9)

because J2 = −idTM. The complex structure J depends only on the conformal
equivalence class of G since the reduction of structure group is unchanged if one
multiplies G by an everywhere-positive smooth function. Since the Kähler form ω0

of G is closed for dimension reasons, it follows that G is a Kähler metric on the
Riemann surface S def.

= (S, J). Thus the volume form of G equals ωn
0

n! where n = 1
is the complex dimension of S, i.e. we have ω0 = ω. It follows that J is the unique
endomorphism of TM which satisfies:

ω(X,Y ) = G(JX, Y ) ∀X,Y ∈ X(M) . (10)

Using (8) and the identity J2 = −idTM, relation (10) implies:

ω(X, JY )=G(JX, JY )=G(X,Y ) ⇒ ω(JX, JY )=ω(X,Y ) ∀X,Y ∈ X(M) ,

which together with (8) shows that J preserves both G and ω.
It is well-known that the correspondence which associates J to G is a bijecton

between the set of conformal equivalence classes of Riemannian metrics on M and
the set Cx+(M) (see [70, Sec. 3.11]). To describe this geometrically, notice that
the endomorphism Jm ∈ End(TmM) at a point m ∈ M is determined algebraically
by the value Gm ∈ (E+)m of the metric G at that point through the relation (cf.
(10)):

ωm(u, v) = Gm(Jmu, v) ∀u, v ∈ TmM . (11)

Recall that ωm itself is determined algebraically by Gm through the Gram determi-
nant. Let:

L = det(T ∗M)
def.
= ∧2T ∗M

be the real determinant line bundle of M. Since M is oriented, the fibers of TM
and hence also the fibers of L are equipped with a canonical orientation and the
slit bundle L̇ (defined as the complement of the image of the zero section in L)
decomposes as:

L̇ = L+ ⊔ L− ,

where the fibers of L+ and L− correspond respectively to the strictly positive and
strictly negative real axes relative to the orientation of L. The volume form ω of
any Riemannian metric G defined on M is a smooth section of L+, and any such

4The last statement follows from Schur’s lemma applied to the vector representation of SO(2,R)
since by definition J commutes with all elements of SO(2,R).
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section can be realized as the volume form of some metric. Since (10) allows one
to recover G from J and ω as:

G(X,Y ) = ω(X, JY ) , (12)

it follows that (11) defines an isomorphism of fiber bundles:

η : E+
∼→ Tw+(TM)× L+ (13)

whose fiber ηm at m ∈ M sends Gm into the pair (Jm, ωm). Here Tw+(TM) is the
fiber sub-bundle of TM whose fiber at m ∈M consists of those complex structures
on the vector space TmM which induce the same orientation as that inherited from
the orientation of M. The fiber bundle isomorphism (13) induces a bijection on
sections:

Met(M) ≃ Cx+(M)× Γ(L+)

which provides the complex parameterization of target space metrics used in the
previous subsection.

Remark 1.2. Let (U, x1, x2) be any positively-oriented local coordinate system on
M and denote by:

ϵij
def.
= ω(∂i, ∂j) =

√
detG εij

the Levi-Civita tensor, where εij is the Levi-Civita symbol. We have J∂i = J j
i ∂j

and relation (10) gives:
Jij = ϵij =⇒ J∂i = ϵ j

i ∂j . (14)
For any X = Xj∂j ∈ X(U), we have:

JX = (JX)i∂i with (JX)i = J i
j X

j = ϵ i
j X

j .

Notice that ϵ j
i = −ϵji. The identity ϵijϵ

jk = −δki implies ϵijϵ
j
k = −δik, which

recovers the relation J2 = −idTM.

1.4. The modified gradient operator. Using the complex structure J , we define
the modified gradient operator gradJ : C∞(M) → X(M) through:

gradJV
def.
= JgradV ,

where gradV ∈ X(M) is the gradient vector field of V relative to the Riemannian
metric G. With this definition, we have:

(dV )(X) = G(X, gradV ) = ω(X, gradJV ) ∀X ∈ X(M) ,

where we used relation (12). Moreover, we have:

||gradJV || = ||gradV || = ||dV || ,
since J is a G-orthogonal endomorphism of TM.

Remark 1.3. In positively-oriented local coordinates (U, x1, x2), we have:

gradJV =U ∂iV J∂i = ϵ i
j ∂

jV ∂i = −ϵij∂jV ∂i .

1.5. The adapted frame of the non-critical submanifold. Following [26], we
recall the adapted frame of the scalar triple (M,G, V ). This is a frame of TM0

defined by G and V , where M0 is the non-critical submanifold of M defined in (2).
Let:

n
def.
=

gradV

||gradV ||
∈ X(M0) (15)

be the normalized gradient vector field of V , which is well-defined on the non-critical
submanifold M0. Notice the relation:

||gradV || = ||dV || ,
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where in the right hand side we denote by || || the fiberwise norm of the metric
induced by G on the cotangent bundle of M. The relation follows from the fact that
the musical isomorphism ♭ : TM → T ∗M defined by the metric G is a fiberwise
isometry.

Let τ ∈ X(M0) be the normalized vector field defined on M0 which is orthogonal
to n and chosen such that the frame (n, τ) of TM0 is positively oriented at every
point of M0. We have:

τ = (ιnω|M0
)♯ , (16)

where ω is the volume form of (M,G) and ♯ : T ∗M → TM is the other musical
isomorphism defined by G. Notice that:

ω = n♭ ∧ τ♭ .

Proposition 1.4. We have:

τ = Jn =
gradJV

||dV ||
, (17)

where J is the complex structure determined by G relative to the orientation of M.

Proof. In a positively-oriented local coordinate system (U, x1, x2) of M, we have:

ω =
√
detG dx1 ∧ dx2 =

1

2
ϵijdx

i ∧ dxj .

Writing n = ni∂i, we compute:

ιnω =
1

2

(
ϵijn

idxj − ϵijn
jdxi

)
= ϵijn

idxj .

This gives:
τ = (ιnω)

♯ = ϵijn
iGjk∂k = ϵ k

i n
i∂k = niJ∂i = Jn ,

where we used the relation (dxj)♯ = Gjk∂k. □

Definition 1.5. The oriented orthonormal frame (n, τ) of TM0 is called the
adapted frame of the oriented scalar triple (M,G, V ).

Notice that the gradient flow and level set curves of V determine an orthogonal mesh
on the open Riemannian submanifold (M0,G|M0

) of the scalar manifold (M,G).

Definition 1.6. The potential mesh of the oriented scalar triple (M,G, V ) is the
oriented orthogonal mesh determined by the gradient flow and level set curves of
V on the noncritical open submanifold M0, where we orient gradient flow lines
towards increasing values of V and level set curves such that their normalized
tangent vectors generate the vector field τ .

Of course, the gradient flow of V is considered with respect to the scalar field metric
G. With Definition 1.6, the frame (n, τ) is the oriented orthonormal frame defined
by the potential mesh.

1.6. The Riemannian and modified Riemannian Hessian of V . Recall that
the Riemannian Hessian of V relative to G is the symmetric covariant 2-tensor
defined on M through:

Hess(V )
def.
= ∇dV ∈ Γ(Sym2(T ∗M)) ,

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection of (M,G). Using the complex structure J ,
we define the modified Riemannian Hessian of V relative to G to be the covariant
2-tensor HessJ(V ) ∈ Γ(⊗2T ∗M) given by:

HessJ(V )(X,Y )
def.
= Hess(V )(X, JY ) ∀X,Y ∈ X(M) .
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For any vector fields X,Y ∈ X(M), we set:

VXY
def.
= Hess(V)(X,Y)=(∇XdV)(Y)=X(Y(V))−(dV)(∇XY)=X(Y(V))−(∇XY)(V)

(18)
and:

ṼXY
def.
= HessJ(V )(X,Y ) . (19)

Notice that VXY = VY X since Hess(V ) is a symmetric tensor.

Remark 1.7. In local coordinates (U, x1, x2) on M, we define:

Vij
def.
= V∂i∂j

= Hess(V )(∂i, ∂j) = ∂i∂jV − Γk
ij∂kV (20)

and:
Ṽij

def.
= Ṽ∂i∂j

= Hess(V )(∂i, J∂j) = ϵ k
j Vki = −Vikϵkj . (21)

In particular, the symmetric part of Ṽij is given by:

Ṽ(ij) = −1

2
(Vjkϵ

k
i + Vikϵ

k
j) .

When the metric G is fixed, the Hessian and modified Hessian give second-order
linear differential operators f→Hess(f) and f→HessJ(f) acting on f ∈ C∞(M).
When the scalar potential V is fixed, the maps G → Hess(V ) and G → HessJ(V )
are quasilinear first order operators acting on G ∈ Met(M), because the Christoffel
symbols are given by:

Γi
jk =

1

2
Gim (∂jGmk + ∂kGmj − ∂mGjk)

and the complex structure J is determined by G through a purely algebraic relation.
When both G and V are allowed to vary, the Hessian and modified Hessian give
geometric differential operators acting on the pair (G, V ). Formally, this means
that there exist morphisms of fiber bundles hess : j1(E+) ×M j2(O) → O and
hessJ : j1(E+)×M j2(O) → O such that:

Hess(V ) = hess(j1(G), j2(V )) , HessJ(V ) = hessJ(j
1(G), j2(V )) .

Here jk(F ) denotes the k-th jet bundle of a fiber bundle F defined over M while O is
the trivial real line bundle on M. Notice that Γ(O) = C∞(M), so in particular V is
a global section of O. Moreover, jk(s) ∈ Γ(jk(F )) denotes the k-th jet prolongation
of a section s ∈ Γ(F ). We use the same notation for a morphism of fiber bundles
and for the map which it induces on sections of those bundles. We refer the reader
to [64] for the elementary theory of jet bundles.

Remark 1.8. Let Ĥess(V ) ∈ Ends(TM) be the Hesse endomorphism of M, i.e. the
G-symmetric endomorphism of TM defined through:

Hess(V )(X,Y ) = G(X, Ĥess(V )(Y )) ∀X,Y ∈ X(M) .

Define the modified Hesse endomorphism ĤessJ(V ) ∈ End(TM) through:

Hess(V )(X,Y ) = ω(X, ĤessJ(V )(Y )) ∀X,Y ∈ X(M) .

Then Ĥess(V ) is G-symmetric and we have:

Ĥess(V ) = JĤessJ(V ) =⇒ ĤessJ(V ) = −JĤess(V ) .

The G-transpose of ĤessJ(V ) is given by:

ĤessJ(V )t = Ĥess(V )J .

Moreover, we have:

HessJ(V )(X,Y ) = G(Ĥess(X), JY ) = G(ĤessJ(X), Y ) ∀X,Y ∈ X(M) .
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2. The strong SRRT equation

A fundamental problem in the theory of scalar two-field cosmological models
is the selection problem, which asks for necessary and sufficient conditions on the
target space metric G and scalar potential V defined on a fixed target manifold
M that suffice to characterize those two-field models which admit cosmological
curves φ with certain desirable properties. A solution to this problem would allow
one to rule out phenomenologically uninteresting models without having to compute
cosmological trajectories (a computation which is unfeasible in general, in particular
since such trajectories depend on the choice of initial conditions for the cosmological
equation). In this section, we discuss the strong SRRT equation, which originated
in the work of [26] and provides a selection criterion for models to admit trajectories
with sustained strong rapid turn and third order slow roll.

2.1. The strong SRRT conditions. One phenomenologically-inspired condition
that can be imposed on cosmological curves φ is that they have “sustained strong5

rapid turn with third order adiabatic slow roll” [26]. This means that φ satisfies
the first three adiabatic slow roll conditions, the condition that the square of its
dimensionless turning rate is much greater than one and the condition that the
relative rate of change of its turning rate is much smaller than one in absolute
value. We call these the strong SRRT conditions. When the cosmological equation
admits such solutions, then it can realize various scenarios that are important for
early universe cosmology. To simplify uninteresting factors, we shall take M = 1 i.e.
M0 =

√
2
3 henceforth. This is justified by the fact that the cosmological equation

admits a similarity which allows one to absorb M into G and V or to set it to any
desired non-zero value (see [20]).

The precise mathematical formulation of the strong SRRT conditions is as follow.
Given a noncritical cosmological curve φ : I → M0 and a regular time t ∈ Ireg,
define the first, second and third adiabatic slow-roll parameters:

ε(t)
def.
= − Ḣ(t)

H(t)2
, η∥(t)

def.
= − σ̈(t)

H(t)σ̇(t)
, ξ(t)

def.
=

...
σ (t)

H(t)2σ̇(t)
,

where we denote by σ the increasing proper length parameter of φ relative to an
arbitrary but fixed origin of cosmological time. We also define the first and second
dimensionless turn parameters:

η⊥(t)
def.
=

Ω(t)

H(t)
, ν

def.
=

η̇⊥(t)

H(t)η⊥(t)
,

where Ω is the turning rate of φ (see [26]). We say that φ satisfies the sustained
slow roll with strong rapid turn (strong SRRT) conditions at cosmological time t if
each of the five quantities:

ε(t), |η∥(t)|, |ξ(t)|,
1

η⊥(t)2
, |ν(t)| (22)

is much smaller than one.

5As pointed out in [28], one can impose a weaker form of the SRRT conditions, which requires
that the square of the dimensionless turning rate is much larger than the first three adiabatic slow
roll parameters (see also [29]). As pointed out in [26] and clarified in [28], some older special models
which were claimed to allow for rapid turn inflation fail to satisfy the strong SRRT condition, but
some of them do satisfy the weak SRRT condition obtained in this manner.
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2.2. The strong SRRT equation. It was shown in [26] that a noncritical cos-
mological curve φ : I → M0 satisfies the strong SRRT conditions at a regular time
t ∈ Ireg only if the strong SRRT equation

V 2
nτVττ = 3V V 2

nn (23)

is satisfied at the point m = φ(t) ∈ M0 up to corrections of order at least one in the
small parameters listed in (22). If (23) is satisfied at m with strict equality, then we
say that m is a strong SRRT point of M0. In this paper, we are interested in fiducial
models, defined as those models for which all points of M0 are strong SRRT points,
i.e. whose metric and scalar potential satisfy the strong SRRT equation exactly
everywhere on M0. Such models can serve as starting points for an approximation
scheme, in the sense that a model which allows for cosmological curves that satisfy
the strong SRRT condition should be “locally close” to a fiducial model – namely,
its scalar field metric and potential should be well-approximated by the scalar field
metric and potential of a fiducial model in those regions of the target manifold
where strong SRRT curves are likely to exist.

Notice that (23) is a manifestly covariant equation, since the adapted frame is
defined intrinsically in terms of the scalar field metric, scalar potential and orienta-
tion of M. In principle, this equation solves the selection problem for strong SRRT
inflation by providing a selection criterion for fiducial models. However, equation
(23) is not immediately practical since it is written using the adapted frame. To
understand it better, we first rewrite it geometrically in a frame-free form.

2.3. The frame-free form of the strong SRRT equation. To write the strong
SRRT equation in a more useful form, recall that:

n=
1

||dV ||G
gradV =U

1

||dV ||G
∂iV ∂i , τ=

1

||dV ||G
gradJV =− 1

||dV ||G
ϵij∂jV ∂i ,

where:
||dV || =

√
∂iV ∂iV .

Using these relations, we find:

Vnτ =
1

||dV ||2G
D1(G, V ) , Vnn =

1

||dV ||2G
D2(G, V ) , Vττ =

1

||dV ||2G
D3(G, V ) , (24)

where:

D1(G, V)
def.
= HessJ(V )(gradV, gradV )=UṼ(ij)∂

iV ∂jV ,

D2(G, V)
def.
= Hess(V )(gradV, gradV )=UVij∂

iV ∂jV , (25)

D3(G, V)
def.
= Hess(V)(JgradV,JgradV)=UVijϵ

ikϵjl∂kV ∂lV= ||dV ||2∆V−D2(G,V) .

Here:

∆V = tr(Ĥess(V )) = V i
i =

1√
detG

∂i(
√
detG ∂iV ) = ∂i∂iV − GijΓk

ij∂kV

is the (negative-definite) Laplacian of V with respect to G. To derive the last
relation of (25), we used the identity:

ϵijϵkl = GikGjl − GilGjk .

The objects Dk are nonlinear scalar differential operators:

Dk : Γ(E+)× C∞(M) → C∞(M)

of order (1, 2). Mathematically, this means that there exist morphisms of fiber
bundles:

Fk : j1(E+)×M j2(O) → O
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(with k = 1, 2, 3) such that:

Dk(G, V ) = Fk(j
1(G), j2(V )) .

Substituting (24) into (23) gives the frame-free form of the strong SRRT equation:

D1(G, V )2D3(G, V ) = 3V ||dV ||2D2(G, V )2 . (26)

Hence (23) is equivalent with the following geometric PDE:

D(G, V ) = 0 , (27)

where we introduced the nonlinear differential operator

D : Γ(E0)× C∞(M) → C∞(M)

of order (1, 2) defined through:

D(G, V )
def.
= 3V ||dV ||2D2(G, V )2 −D1(G, V )2D3(G, V ) . (28)

When the metric G is fixed, relation (26) is a nonlinear second order geometric PDE
for the scalar potential V . When V is fixed, it becomes a first order PDE for the
scalar field metric G.

To formally describe the strong SRRT operator D, notice that the map (G, V ) →
V ||dV ||2 is induced by a morphism of fiber bundles F0 : E+ ×M j1(O) → O which
in turn induces a morphism of jet bundles F̄0 : j1(E+) ×M j2(O) → O upon
composing with the fiber product of the projection morphisms j1(E+) → E+ and
j2(O) → j1(O).

Consider the morphism of fiber bundles F : j1(E+) ×M j2(O) → O defined
through:

F def.
= 3F̄0 ⊗ (F2)

2 − (F1)
2F3 . (29)

With these notations, we have:

D(G, V ) = F(j1(G), j2(V )) . (30)

The strong SRRT operator D is well-defined on the entire scalar manifold M and
sensitive to its topology.

2.4. The strong SRRT equation for metrics in a fixed conformal class.
When written in general local coordinates, the strong SRRT equation (26) is quite
formidable. One way to simplify this equation is to restrict the metric G to lie
within a fixed conformal class. As explained in Subsection 1.2, this amounts to
fixing the complex structure J defined by the conformal class of G relative to the
orientation of M.

Recall the isomorphism of fiber bundles (13) defined through relation (11) and
let ηJ : EJ

+
∼→ L+ be its J-section, i.e. the isomorphism of fiber bundles obtained

by restricting η to the conformal class which corresponds to a complex structure J .
Here EJ

+ ⊂ E+ is the sub-bundle of E+ whose sections correspond to metrics within
the conformal class corresponding to J ; its fibers are open half-lines sitting inside
the fibers of E+ (which are full open cones of dimension 3). On global sections,
this induces the map which sends a metric G which belongs to the conformal class
specified by J to its volume form ω. The inverse of ηJ allows us to transport Fk to
J-dependent fiber bundle morphisms:

Fk := F J
k

def.
= Fk ◦ [j1(η−1

J )×M idj2(O)] : j
1(L+)× j2(O) → O

and hence to transport Dk to J-dependent differential operators:

Dk := DJ
k

def.
= Fk ◦ (j1 × j2) : Γ(L+)× C∞(M) → C∞(M)
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acting on pairs (ω, V ). They act as first order operators on ω and as second order
nonlinear operators on V . Also consider the fiber bundle morphism:

F0 := F J
0

def.
= F0 ◦ (η−1

J × idj1(O)) : L+ × j1(O) → O

and the bundle morphism F̄0 : j1(L+)× j2(O) → O obtained by composing it with
the appropriate bundle projections. Using these objects, the strong SRRT equation
(27) becomes:

D(ω, V ) = 0 , (31)

where:

D(ω, V ) := DJ(ω, V )
def.
= 3F0(ω, j

1(V ))D2(ω, V )2 −D1(ω, V )2D3(ω, V )

is the J-dependent operator obtained by transporting D to an operator defined on
Γ(L+)× Γ(O) using the bundle isomorphism ηJ . We have:

D(ω, V ) = F (j1(ω), j2(V )) ,

where:
F := F J def.

= F ◦ [j1(η−1
J )× idj2(O)] : j

1(L+)× j2(O) → O . (32)

Once again, notice that D is a geometric differential operator which is globally
well-defined and sensitive to the topology of the scalar manifold M.

2.5. The strong SRRT equation with fixed V for metrics in a fixed con-
formal class. Let

FV := F J
V : j1(L+) → R (33)

be the j2(V )-section of the function (32). When V is fixed, the strong SRRT equa-
tion (31) for volume forms of metrics G belonging to the conformal class determined
by J reads:

FV (j
1(ω)) = 0 . (34)

One can immediately recognize this as the stationary contact Hamilton-Jacobi equa-
tion of the geometric contact Hamiltonian system (j1(L+), FV ), where the jet bun-
dle j1(L+) is endowed with its Cartan contact structure (see [64]). We refer the
reader to [30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38] for background on the geometric formula-
tion of contact Hamilton-Jacobi mechanics and to the classic references [39, 40, 41]
for background on contact geometry and contact topology. The formulation of
contact mechanics given in [30] applies most directly to our situation. This obser-
vation allows one to apply results and techniques from that subject to the study
of the strong SRRT equation. As we will see below, equation (34) is a proper
first order PDE, so one can approach it using the theory of viscosity solutions (see
[42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49]).

3. The contact Hamiltonian in isothermal Liouville coordinates

We can make the formulation of the previous section less abstract (but also less
geometric) by extracting the form of the contact Hamiltonian FV in certain natural
coordinates on j1(L+) induced by local isothermal coordinates6 (U, x1, x2) relative
to the complex structure J (such coordinates are the real and imaginary parts of a
local complex coordinate z = x1 + ix2 defined on U).

6Recall that any oriented Riemannian 2-manifold (M,G) (not necessarily compact) admits
an atlas consisting of positively-oriented isothermal coordinate charts, which corresponds to a
holomorphic atlas for the complex structure J . See for example [70].
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3.1. Isothermal coordinates on the scalar manifold. In local isothermal co-
ordinates (U, x1, x2) for the Riemann surface S def.

= (M, J), the metric G and its
volume form are given by:

G = e2ϕG0 , ds
2 = e2ϕds20 = e2ϕ(dx21 + dx22) ,

ω = e2ϕω0 = e2ϕdx1 ∧ dx2 =
i

2
e2ϕdz ∧ dz̄ , (35)

where ϕ ∈ C∞(U) and G0 is the flat metric on U with squared line element and
volume form given by:

ds20 = dx21 + dx22 = |dz|2 , ω0 = dx1 ∧ dx2 ∈ Γ(L+|U ) . (36)

Thus G is Weyl-equivalent on U to the flat metric G0. In such coordinates, all
remaining information about the scalar field metric G is locally encoded by the
conformal factor ϕ ∈ C∞(U), which carries the same information as the restriction
of the volume form ω to the open set U . The information carried by the conformal
class of G is encoded in the choice of isothermal coordinate system, since the latter
is determined (up to a local biholomorphism) by the local complex coordinate
z = x1 + ix2, which in turn depends on the complex structure J .

The Christoffel symbols of G are given by:

Γk
ij = δki ∂jϕ+ δkj ∂iϕ− δij∂kϕ , (37)

while its Gaussian curvature (which equals half of the scalar curvature) takes the
form:

K = −e−2ϕ∆ϕ . (38)
The Levi-Civita tensor of G is:

ϵij = ω(∂i, ∂j) = fεij =⇒ ϵij = εij , (39)

where f def.
= e2ϕ. The complex structure J is given on U by the conditions:

J∂1 = ∂2 , J∂2 = −∂1 , i.e. J∂i = εij∂j .

Since J∂i = J j
i ∂j , this gives J j

i = εij = ϵij = −ϵji and:

Jij = ϵij = fεij .

In particular, we have:
ωij = ϵij = Jij ,

i.e. ω(X,Y ) = G(JX, Y ) for all X,Y ∈ X(U), which recovers relation (10).

3.2. Isothermal Liouville coordinates. The total space of the restricted jet
bundle j1(L+)|U admits coordinates (x1, x2, h, h1, h2) associated to the isother-
mal coordinates (U, x1, x2) of M, where h is the fiber coordinate on L+|U defined
through the relation (here πL : L→ M is the bundle projection of L):

v = h(v)ω0|πL(v) ∀v ∈ L+|U
and h1, h2 are the fiber coordinates of the bundle j1(L+)|U → L+|U corresponding
to the formal partial derivatives of h with respect to x1 and x2. Since the isothermal
coordinate system is positively-oriented, we have dx1 ∧ dx2|U ∈ Γ(L+|U ), which
implies h(v) > 0 for all v ∈ L+|U . The volume form ω0 = dx1 ∧ dx2 of G0 gives
a local trivialization of L above U which allows us to identify the restriction of
ω ∈ Γ(L+) to the open set U with the function f = h ◦ ω = e2ϕ ∈ C∞(U). In these
coordinates on j1(L+)|U , the basic contact form Θ ∈ Ω1(j1(L+)|U ) is given by:

Θ = dh− h1dx
1 − h2dx

2 .

By general theory, this form is a basis for the contact ideal of j1(L+)|U . In par-
ticular, any contact 1-form θ defined on j1(L+)|U has the form θ = ψΘ, where
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ψ ∈ C∞(j1(L+)|U ) is a smooth function defined on the total space of the bundle
j1(L+)|U .

Definition 3.1. The isothermal Liouville coordinates (x1, x2, u, p1, p2) on the total
space of j1(L+)|U determined by the local isothermal coordinates (U, x1, x2) of
S = (M, J) are defined through:

u
def.
=

1

2
log h , p1

def.
= d1u =

1

2

h1
h
, p2

def.
= d2u =

1

2

h2
h
,

where d1 and d2 stand for the formal partial derivatives with respect to x1 and x2.

We refer to x1, x2 as position coordinates and to p1, p2 as momentum coordinates.
The coordinate u is called the action coordinate. Notice the relations:

u ◦ ω =
1

2
log f = φ , p1 ◦ ω =

1

2

∂1f

f
= ∂1φ , p2 ◦ ω =

1

2

∂2f

f
= ∂2φ .

It is convenient to define complex-valued fiber coordinates for the bundle j1(L+)|U →
L+|U through:

pz
def.
=

1

2
(p1 − ip2) , pz̄

def.
=

1

2
(p1 + ip2) ,

which correspond to the formal partial derivatives of u with respect to z and z̄.
Then (u, pz, pz̄) are complex-valued coordinates on the fibers of j1(L+)|U → U
such that ū = u and pz̄ = pz, while (z, u, pz, pz̄) are complex-valued coordinates
on the total space of j1(L+)|U , where u happens to be valued in R. In isothermal
Liouville coordinates, the basic contact form Θ is given by:

Θ = 2e2uθ ,

where the contact form:

θ
def.
= du− p1dx

1 − p2dx
2 = du− pzdz − pz̄dz̄

is the basic contact form in the coordinates (x1, x2, u, p1, p2) and (z, z̄, u, pz, pz̄)
on j1(L+)|U . In particular, (x1, x2, u, p1, p2) are Liouville coordinates for θ. The
Cartan distribution on j1(L+)|U coincides with the kernel distribution of θ and is
given by the completely non-integrable Pfaffian equation:

du = p1dx
1 + p2dx

2 , i.e. du = pzdz + pz̄dz̄ .

This distribution is globally well-defined and makes j1(L+) into a five-dimensional
contact manifold.

In isothermal Liouville coordinates, the geometric contact Hamiltonian FV be-
comes a function of the variables x1, x2, u, p1, p2 and the strong SRRT equation
takes the local form:

F (x1, x2, ϕ(x1, x2), ∂1ϕ(x
1, x2), ∂2ϕ(x

1, x2)) = 0 ,

being a nonlinear first order PDE of the conformal factor ϕ. Here F is the local
form of the map FV of (34) in isothermal Liouville coordinates. The equation has
classical contact Hamilton-Jacobi form, where FV plays the role of Hamiltonian
and ϕ plays the role of Hamilton-Jacobi action. In practice, this local form can be
extracted by substituting expression (35) for the scalar field metric in isothermal
coordinates into the frame-free form (26) of the strong SRRT equation.

In the next subsection, we extract the explicit form of this equation for the
conformal factor ϕ. Before proceeding with that derivation, let us discuss the change
of isothermal Liouville coordinates induced by a change of isothermal coordinates
of S = (M, J).

Let (U ′, y1, y2) be another isothermal coordinate chart of (M,G) with U∩U ′ ̸= ∅
and associated complex coordinate w = y1 + iy2. Then:

ds2|U ′ = e2ϕ
′
(dy21 + dy22) = e2ϕ

′
|dw|2
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for some ϕ′ ∈ C∞(U ′). Moreover, we have w = χ ◦ z for some biholomorphism
χ : x(U ∩ V ) → y(U ∩ U ′) and the following relation holds on U ∩ U ′:

ϕ = ϕ′ +
1

2
log det

(
∂yi

∂xj

)
i=1,2

= ϕ′ + log |λ(z)| ,

where:

λ(z)
def.
=

dw(z)

dz
= χ′(z) .

The holomorphicity condition ∂w
∂z̄ = 0 amounts to the Cauchy-Riemann equations:

∂y1

∂x1
=
∂y2

∂x2
,
∂y1

∂x2
= −∂y

2

∂x1
.

Hence the change of complex coordinates z → w induces the transformation:

ϕ(z) → ϕ′(w) = ϕ(z)− log |λ(z)| , (40)

where λ is a holomorphic function of z which does not vanish on the open set
z(U ∩ U ′) ⊂ C. We have:

∂zϕ
′ = ∂zϕ− λ′

2λ
, ∂z̄ϕ

′ = ∂z̄ϕ− λ̄′

2λ̄

and:
∂wϕ

′ =
1

λ
∂zϕ

′ , ∂w̄ϕ
′ =

1

λ̄
∂z̄ϕ

′ .

This corresponds to the following change of complex coordinates on the jet bundle
j1(L+)|U∩U ′ :

z → w , u→ u′
def.
= u−log |λ| , pz → pw =

1

λ

(
pz −

λ′

2λ

)
, pz̄ → pw̄ =

1

λ̄

(
pz̄ −

λ′

2λ

)
.

Notice that this change of coordinates preserves the form of θ:

θ = du− pzdz − pz̄dz̄ = du′ − pwdw − pw̄dw̄

and hence (y1, y2, u, p′1
def.
= 2Re(pw), p

′
2

def.
= −2Im(pw)) are isothermal Liouville co-

ordinates on j1(L+)|U∩U ′ . Thus a change of isothermal coordinates on the Riemann
surface S = (M, J) induces a change of local Liouville coordinates on j1(L+), i.e.
a (passive) contact transformation.

3.3. Explicit form of the contact Hamiltonian. Let (U, x1, x2) be an isother-
mal coordinate chart of S = (M, J) such that U is contained in the noncritical
submanifold M0. Let grad0, grad

J
0 : C∞(U) → C∞(U) be the gradient and modi-

fied gradient operators defined by the local flat metric G0 ∈ Met(U):

grad0V =U e2ϕ∂iV ∂i = ∂iV ∂i , grad
J
0V =U e2ϕJ i

j ∂
jV ∂i = −εij∂jV ∂i (41)

and let D0, D̃0 : C∞(U) → C∞(U) be the operators defined through:

D0V
def.
= U Hess(V )(grad0V, grad0V ) =U Vij∂iV ∂jV

D̃0V
def.
= U HessJ(V )(grad0V, grad0V ) =U Ṽij∂iV ∂jV . (42)

Moreover, let ∆0 : C∞(U) → C∞(U) be the (negative-definite) Laplacian defined
by the local flat metric G0:

∆0V =U (∂21 + ∂22)V . (43)

Finally, let:
||dV ||0 =U

√
(∂1V )2 + (∂2V )2 (44)

be the norm of dV with respect to G0.
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Lemma 3.2. The strong SRRT equation (26) is equivalent on U with the following
equation:

(D̃0V )2[||dV ||20∆0V −D0V ] = 3e2ϕV ||dV ||20(D0V )2 . (45)

Proof. We have:

D2(G, V ) = e−4ϕD0V , D1(G, V ) = e−4ϕD̃0V , ||dV ||2 = e−2ϕ||dV ||20
and the formula for change of the Laplacian under a conformal transformation gives:

∆V = e−2ϕ∆0V .

Using these relations, the strong SRRT equation (26) reduces on U to equation
(45). □

Let · be the scalar product defined by G0 (which satisfies ∂i · ∂j = δij) and
Hess0(V ) ∈ C∞(U) be the Riemannian Hessian of V with respect to the local flat
metric G0:

Hess0(V )
def.
= U ∇0dV = ∂i∂jV dxi ⊗ dxj ∈ Γ(⊗2T ∗U) ,

where ∇0 is the Levi-Civita connection of G0.

Lemma 3.3. We have:

D0V = Hess0(V )(grad0V, grad0V )− ||dV ||20grad0ϕ · grad0V
D̃0V = Hess0(V )(grad0V, grad

J
0V )− ||dV ||20grad0ϕ · gradJ0V . (46)

Proof. In isothermal coordinates, the Hessian tensor of V is given by:

Vij = ∂i∂jV − Γk
ij∂kV = ∂i∂jV + δij∂kϕ∂kV − ∂iϕ∂jV − ∂jϕ∂iV , (47)

where we used relations (20) and (37). Using this in (42) gives (46). □

Remark 3.4. Using (41), we can write (46) as:

D0V = ∂i∂jV ∂iV ∂jV − ||dV ||20∂iϕ∂iV
D̃0V = −

[
∂i∂jV ∂iV (εjk∂kV )− ||dV ||20∂iϕ(εij∂jV )

]
. (48)

Proposition 3.5. The strong SRRT equation (45) is equivalent on U with the
following equation:

[gradJ0V ·grad0ϕ−H̃0]
2[grad0V ·grad0ϕ+∆0V −H0] = 3e2ϕV [grad0V ·grad0ϕ−H0]

2

(49)
where we defined:

H0
def.
=

Hess0(V )(grad0V, grad0V )

||dV ||20
=

(∂i∂jV )(∂iV )(∂jV )

||dV ||20
,

H̃0
def.
=

Hess0(V )(grad0V, grad
J
0V )

||dV ||20
=

−(∂i∂jV )(∂iV )εjk(∂jV )

||dV ||20
.

Proof. Follows immediately from Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3. □

Let U0 ⊂ R2 be the image of U in the isothermal coordinate chart (U, x1, x2).
The isothermal Liouville coordinates (x1, x2, u, p1, p2) induce an isomorphism of
fiber bundles j1(L+)|U ≃ U0 × R × R2, which, by a common abuse of notation,
allows us to take x = (x1, x2) ∈ U0, u ∈ R and p

def.
= (p1, p2) ∈ R2. Consider the

smooth functions A,B : U0 × R2 → R defined through:

A(x, p)
def.
= (grad0V )(x) ·p = (∂iV )(x)pi , B(x, p)

def.
= gradJ0V ·p = −ϵij(∂jV )(x)pi .

(50)
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Notice that A and B are linear functions of degree one in p1 and p2 whose coefficients
depend smoothly on x ∈ U0. The linear transformation R2 ∋ (p1, p2) → (A,B) ∈
R2 has the matrix form:[

A
B

]
=

[
∂1V ∂2V
−∂2V ∂1V

] [
p1
p2

]
and its determinant ||dV ||20 = (∂1V )2 + (∂2V )2 cannot vanish on U0 since U is
a subset of the noncritical submanifold M0. Hence this linear transformation is
bijective everywhere on U0, with inverse given by:

p1 =
∂1V A− ∂2V B

(∂1V )2 + (∂2V )2
, p2 =

∂2V A+ ∂1V B

(∂1V )2 + (∂2V )2
. (51)

Theorem 3.6. In isothermal Liouville coordinates (x1, x2, u, p1, p2) on j1(L+)|U ,
the contact Hamiltonian FV of (33) corresponds to the smooth function F : U0 ×
R3 → R given by:

F (x, u, p)
def.
= −[B(x, p)−H̃0(x)]

2[A(x, p)+(∆0V )(x)−H0(x)]+3e2uV [A(x, p)−H0(x)]
2

(52)

In particular, the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation (34) has the following local form
in these coordinates:

F (x1, x2, ϕ, ∂1ϕ, ∂2ϕ) = 0 . (53)

Proof. Since:
A = grad0V · grad0ϕ , B = gradJ0V · grad0ϕ , (54)

an easy computation shows that equation (49) is equivalent with (53). □

We call (53) the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the conformal factor. No-
tice that F is a polynomial function of degree 3 in p1 and p2 whose coefficients
depend smoothly on the point (x, u) ∈ U0×R. In the next sections, we fix the
scalar potential V and analyze (53) as a nonlinear first order PDE for the confor-
mal factor ϕ.

4. Analysis of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the
conformal factor

In this section, we discuss some aspects of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equa-
tion for the conformal factor, including local existence and unicity of solutions for
its Dirichlet problem using the method of characteristics. We also show that the
contact Hamilton-Jacobi operator is proper in the sense of the theory of viscosity so-
lutions and discuss a few general features of such solutions, giving some numerically
computed examples.

4.1. The momentum curve. The condition F (x, u, p) = 0 defines a cubic curve
Cx,u in the p-plane which depends on the parameters (x, u) ∈ U0 × R; we will call
this the momentum curve at the point (x, u). In the linear coordinates A,B on the
p-plane defined in (50), the momentum curve has equation:

AB2 − 3e2uV A2 − 2H̃0AB + (H̃2
0 + 6e2uH0V )A− 2H̃0(∆0V −H0)B

+B2(∆0V −H0) + H̃2
0 (∆0V −H0)− 3e2uH2

0V = 0 ,

whose only cubic term is AB2. We have:

F =−AB2+3V e2uA2−(∆0V−H0)B
2+2H̃0AB−(6V e2uH0+H̃

2
0 )A+2H̃0(∆0V−H0)B+F0 ,

where:
F0 = H̃2

0 (∆0V −H0)− 3V e2uH2
0
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is the momentum-independent term. When F0 ̸= 0, the momentum curve does not
contain the origin of the p-plane.

4.2. Properness of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation for ϕ. Viscosity
solutions. Notice that F depends linearly on e2u, which enters through the term:

3V (H0 −A)2e2u .

Since V > 0, it follows that F is a monotonously increasing function of u when
x and p are fixed. Hence our contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation (53) is a proper
first order PDE in the sense of [47] and we can apply to it the theory of viscosity
solutions. Viscosity solutions of weakly-elliptic nonlinear PDEs of first and second
order were introduced by Crandall, Evans and Lyons in [42, 43] motivated by the
method of vanishing viscosity. We refer the reader to [44], [45, Chap.10] and [46]
for the first order theory and to [47, 48, 49] for the second-order theory.

Viscosity solutions are a special kind of weak solutions which are particularly
useful in the study of proper contact Hamilton-Jacobi equations. By definition,
they are continuous (but generally not differentiable) functions which satisfy the
equation in a generalized sense involving certain inequalities related to a weak
form of the maximum principle. Under reasonably mild conditions, properness of a
contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation implies that a consistent viscosity version of the
Dirichlet problem admits a unique viscosity solution. Moreover, approximations of
that viscosity solution can be obtained through the method of vanishing viscosity,
which in our case proceeds by adding a small viscosity term −c∆0ϕ to the opposite
of (53), thereby replacing the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation for ϕ with its
viscosity perturbation:

F (x1, x2, ϕ, ∂1ϕ, ∂2ϕ)− c∆0ϕ = 0 . (55)

The quantity c > 0 is a small positive real number called the viscosity parameter.
One then computes the classical solutions ϕc of the given Dirichlet problem for
equation (55) and considers its limit as c → 0. Under reasonably mild conditions,
one can show that this recovers the viscosity solution of the viscosity version of the
initial Dirichlet problem of (53).

Since a viscosity solution need not be of class C1, its partial derivatives may be
discontinuous on a locus of measure zero — in which case one says that the solution
has shocks along that locus. In general, a locally-defined classical solution of (53)
cannot be extended to a globally-defined classical solution, an observation which
is well-known in the subject of nonlinear PDEs and arises in the local theory due
to the phenomenon of “crossing characteristics”. If one attempts to extend such a
solution while preserving continuous differentiability, then one generally encounters
singularities where the classical solution becomes non-differentiable or tends to
infinity.

In practice, the viscosity solution of a Dirichlet problem for the contact Hamilton-
Jacobi equation (53) can be approximated numerically by choosing a very small
viscosity parameter c and computing the numerical solution of (55) through an
appropriate version of the method of finite elements. The computation becomes
increasingly resource intensive as the viscosity parameter decreases. In this paper,
we performed a few such computations using Mathematica, without attempting to
address the mathematical questions of convergence to a viscosity solution of (53),
numerical stability and so forth.

Figure 1 illustrates how numerical solutions of a Dirichlet problem for the vis-
cosity perturbation (55) approach a viscosity solution of (53) as one takes c → 0.
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In this example, we considered the viscosity perturbation of the contact Hamilton-
Jacobi equation on a domain around the origin in R2 where the quadratic poten-
tial V (x1, x2) = 1

18 + 1
2 (x

2
2 − x21) is positive and imposed the Dirichlet condition

ϕ = − log
[
log(20)

20

]
along the circle of radius R = 1

20 centered at the origin. The
figure shows classical solutions of this boundary value problem for the viscosity
perturbation (55), for three values of the viscosity parameter c.

Figure 1. The potential V (x1, x2) = 1
18 + 1

2 (x
2
2 − x21) and vis-

cosity approximants of the solution of the corresponding con-
tact Hamilton-Jacobi equation with Dirichlet boundary condition
ϕ = − log[R log(1/R)] imposed on the circle of radius R = 1

20 cen-
tered at the origin. We show three viscosity approximants of the
viscosity solution of this boundary value problem in the exterior of
the disk which bounds this circle, for viscosity parameters c = e−2i

with i = 2, 3, 4. The solutions with larger viscosity coefficient are
shown with higher transparency.

4.3. Study of the momentum curve. For fixed x and u, the momentum curve
is a real planar cubic. To study it, define:

P1
def.
= A−H0 , P2 = B − H̃0 , (56)

which are related to p1 and p2 by an x-dependent affine transformation. Then −F
can be written as:

−F = P1P
2
2 − 3V e2uP 2

1 + (∆0V )P 2
2 . (57)

Notice that the origin of the (P1, P2)-plane always lies on the momentum curve.
This corresponds to the point (A,B) = (H0, H̃0) in the (A,B)-plane and to the
point with coordinates:

ps1(x)
def.
= −gradV (x) · (−H0(x), H̃0(x))

||dV (x)||2
=
∂1V (x)H0(x)− ∂2V (x)H̃0(x)

(∂1V (x))2 + (∂2V (x))2

ps2(x)
def.
=

gradJV (x) · (−H0(x), H̃0(x))

||dV (x)||2
=
∂2V (x)H0(x) + ∂1V (x)H̃0(x)

(∂1V (x))2 + (∂2V (x))2
(58)

in the (p1, p2)-plane, which we call the special momentum at x ∈ U0. Notice that
the action coordinate u does not appear in the right hand side of (58). When x
varies in U0, the equations above define the special surface ΣF ⊂ U0 × R2.
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The singular points of the momentum curve are the solutions of the equations:

∂p1
F = ∂p2

F = F = 0 ⇐⇒ ∂P1
F = ∂P2

F = F = 0 .

It is easy to check that the only solution is the origin of the (P1, P2) plane, which
therefore is the only singular point of the momentum curve. This corresponds in the
(p1, p2) plane to the special momentum (58). When (∆0V )(x) = 0, the momentum
curve is reducible. In this case, F factorizes as:

F = −P1(P
2
2 − 3V e2uP1)

and hence the irreducible components are the line P1 = 0 and the parabola with
equation P 2

2 = 3V e2uP1. The two components are tangent to each other at the
origin of the (P1, P2)-plane.

The equation F = 0 reads:

P 2
2 (P1 +∆0V ) = 3V e2uP 2

1 .

When P2 = 0 this equation requires P1 = 0 and hence the origin of the (P1, P2)-
plane is the only point of the momentum curve which lies on the P1 axis. When
P1 ̸= 0, the equation requires P1 > −∆0V , in which case it gives:

P2 = ±(3V )1/2eu
P1√

P1 +∆0V
. (59)

Hence the momentum curve is symmetric under reflection in the P1-axis. When
∆0V ≥ 0, the curve is connected and contained in the half-plane defined by the
inequality P1 ≥ −∆0V . When ∆0V = 0, it is the union of the P2-axis with a
parabola which is tangent to that axis at the origin of the (P1, P2)-plane. When
∆0V > 0, it is the union of two embedded curves which intersect each other at the
origin of that plane. When ∆0V < 0, the curve has three connected components,
namely the origin of the (P1, P2)-plane (which is its only singular point) and two
connected components which are nonsingular and contained in the half-space P1 >
−∆0V . These three cases are illustrated in Figure 2 at a point x ∈ U0 where
V (x)e2u(x) = 1 and (∆0V )(x) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}.

-10 -5 5 10
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-10

-5

5

10

P2

(a) (∆0V )(x) = −1.
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(b) (∆0V )(x) = 0.
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(c) (∆0V )(x) = 1.

Figure 2. The momentum curve for V (x)e2u(x) = 1 for the cases
(∆0V )(x) = −1, 0, 1. The singular point of the curve is shown as
a black dot.
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When x varies in U0, the momentum curve transitions between being con-
nected or disconnected when x crosses the curve defined inside U0 by the equation
(∆0V )(x) = 0. This indicates a qualitative change in the local character of the
contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation (53) and hence also in the qualitative behavior
of its local solutions. When (∆0V )(x) ̸= 0, equation (59) shows that the momen-
tum curve is a double cover of an interval on the P1-axis, which is branched when
(∆0V )(x) > 0. When ϕ depends continuously on x, the equation F (x, ϕ(x), p) = 0
determines p as a continuous function of x only if p is constrained to lie on one of the
two branches. In particular, this must be the case for the momentum p = (∂1ϕ, ∂2ϕ)
of a classical solution ϕ of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation (53). When x
varies in U0 such that it crosses the locus ∆0V = 0 (which generically is one-
dimensional), the partial derivatives of a generalized solution ϕ (for example, a
Lipschitz continuous solution which satisfies the equation almost everywhere) may
vary discontinuously. In the regions where ∆0V ̸= 0 there are two types of classical
solutions ϕ of (53), which are distinguished by the branch of the momentum curve
on which the momentum p = (∂1ϕ, ∂2ϕ) lies.

Remark 4.1. When P1 ̸= 0, equation (59) gives:

B = H̃0 ± (3V )1/2eu
A−H0√

A−H0 +∆0V
.

One can use this relation to express p2 in terms of p1 locally and hence to write
(53) as a time-dependent contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation for a 1-dimensional
system, where the coordinate x1 is treated as “time”. This can form the basis for
an alternative numerical approach to approximating viscosity solutions of (53), but
we will not pursue this point of view in the present paper.

4.4. Characteristic points. By general theory, a characteristic point of (53) is a
point (x, u, p) ∈ U0 × R3 such that:

F (x, u, p) = Fp1
(x, u, p) = Fp2

(x, u, p) = 0 .

These conditions mean that p = (p1, p2) coincides with the singular point of the
momentum curve Cx,u, i.e. with the special momentum (58) at x. A point (x, u, p)
is characteristic iff (x, p) lies on the special surface ΣF .

4.5. The method of characteristics. We recall the classical method of charac-
teristics for locally solving Dirichlet boundary value problems of first order PDEs
(see, for example, [71]).

The Dirichlet problem for the PDE (53) asks for a solution ϕ of this equation
which satisfies the boundary condition:

ϕ ◦ γ = ϕ0 , (60)

where γ : I → U0 is a non-degenerate7 smooth curve and ϕ0 : I → R is a smooth
function. Here I is an interval not reduced to a point. When this interval is compact
and the boundary data (γ, ϕ0) is regular (see below), this problem can be solved
locally through the method of characteristics.

7I.e. we have γ′(q) ̸= 0 for all q ∈ I, where γ′ def.
= dγ

dq
.
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The characteristic system of (53) reads8:

dxi

dt
= Fpi(x, u, p)

du

dt
= piFpi

(x, u, p) (61)

dpi
dt

= −Fxi
(x, u, p)− piFu(x, u, p) ,

where Fxi
, Fu and Fpi

are the partial derivatives of F with respect to xi, u and pi.
We denote the defining vector field of this system by:

ΥF
def.
= (Fp, pFp,−Fx − pFu) , (62)

where pFp
def.
= p1Fp1

+ p2Fp2
. The restriction of this vector field from U0 ×R×R2

to the defining hypersurface of the equation:

WF
def.
= {(x, u, p) ∈ U0 × R× R2 | F (x, u, p) = 0} (63)

is called the characteristic vector field. In our case, the defining hypersurface is
fibered over the set U0 ×R with fiber at (x, u) given by the momentum curve Cx,u.
Notice that ΥF is tangent to WF and hence the pair (WF ,ΥF ) defines a four-
dimensional geometric dynamical system, which we call the characteristic dynamical
system of F . The integral curves of this dynamical system are the characteristic
curves of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation (53). Any integral curve of (61)
which meets WF is contained in WF and hence is a characteristic curve. To obtain a
solution ϕ of the Dirichlet problem (60) for (53), we must find a family of solutions
(x(t, q), u(t, q), p(t, q)) of (61) which satisfies the initial conditions:

x(0, q) = γ(q) , u(0, q) = ϕ0(q) , p(0, q) = p0(q) (q ∈ I) , (64)

where the curve of initial momenta p0 : I → R2 is a smooth map which satisfies
the following admissibility conditions for all q ∈ I:

F (γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q)) = 0

γ′1(q)p01(q) + γ′2(q)p02(q) = ϕ′0(q) . (65)

The first admissibility condition means that the point (x(0, q), u(0, q), p(0, q)) lies
on the defining hypersurface WF for all q ∈ I, which insures that the integral
curves t → (x(t, q), u(t, q), p(t, q)) are contained in WF for all q. Equivalently, this
condition requires that p0(q) lies on the momentum curve Cγ(q),ϕ0(q) for all q ∈ I.
The second admissibility condition constrains the scalar product between p0(q) and
the tangent vector γ′(q) to the curve γ to equal the derivative ϕ′0(q) =

dϕ0(q)
dq . Any

smooth solution p0 to the admissibility conditions provides a lift:

Γ = {(γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q)) | q ∈ I} ⊂WF (66)

to the defining hypersurface of the image γ(I) ⊂ U0 of the curve γ.
The admissibility conditions can be used to locally determine p0 given ϕ0 (though

the solution might have a finite ambiguity) provided that the Jacobian matrix of
the system (65) with respect to p0:

Jacp0
(q) =

[
Fp1

(γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q)) Fp2
(γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q))

γ′1(q) γ′2(q)

]
has maximal rank. Since the curve γ is non-degenerate, this amounts to the con-
dition that Fp is not proportional to γ′, which means that the vector Fp is not
tangent to γ. In turn, this is equivalent with the condition:

Fp1(γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q))γ
′
2(q)− Fp2(γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q))γ

′
1(q) ̸= 0 ∀q ∈ I . (67)

8The parameter t used here should not be confused with the cosmological time.



STRONG RAPID TURN INFLATION AND CONTACT HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATIONS 27

The triplet (γ, ϕ0, p0) is called regular (or noncharacteristic) if this condition is
satisfied. The regularity condition means that the projected characteristic curves
t→ x(t) are nowhere tangent to the curve γ. In particular, regularity requires that
Fp1(γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q)) and Fp2(γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q)) should not vanish simultaneously
for any q ∈ I. This means that (γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q)) must be a noncharacteristic point
of (53) for all q ∈ I (recall that (γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q)) ∈ WF by the first condition in
(65)). Since p0(q) lies on the momentum curve Cγ(q),ϕ0(q) by the first condition
in (65), it follows that a necessary (but not sufficient) condition for regularity is
that p0(q) should not coincide with the singular point of this curve for any q ∈ I.
In our case, this means that p0(q) should not coincide with the special momentum
ps(γ(q)) computed at the point γ(q) ∈ U0. The boundary data (γ, ϕ0) is called
regular if there exists a smooth function p0 : I → R2 which satisfies both (65) and
(67). In this case, one also says that the Dirichlet data is noncharacteristic.

Assume that the interval I is compact. For regular boundary data and an admis-
sible choice of p0, condition (67) insures that there exists a small enough positive
number a such that the map (−a, a)× I ∋ (t, q) → (x1(t, q), x2(t, q)) ∈ U0 provided
by a solution of (61) which satisfies the initial conditions (64) is a diffeomorphism
on the interior V of its image. One can invert this map in order to extract t and q
as functions of (x1, x2) ∈ V. Then the function ϕ : V → R defined through:

ϕ(x1, x2)
def.
= u(t(x1, x2), q(x1, x2)) (68)

is a (smooth) solution of (53) defined on V ⊂ U0, which satisfies the Dirichlet
boundary condition:

ϕ(γ(q)) = ϕ0(q) ∀q ∈ I .

Notice that the image of γ is contained in V. Also notice that ϕ can be finitely
non-unique, since there can exist a finite ambiguity in the choice of the admissible
initial momentum p0 : I → R2. One can relax the smoothness assumption on the
choice of admissible momentum p0, but in this case the solution (68) may fail to
be smooth. This situation arises in some of the examples considered later in the
present paper.

Remark 4.2. Suppose the boundary data (γ, ϕ0) is nonregular, i.e. there exists
no admissible p0 which satisfies the regularity condition (67). The simplest such
situation is that of completely irregular Dirichlet problems, when there exists a
choice of initial momenta p0 : I → R2 such that Fp(γ(q), ϕ0(q), p0(q)) is tangent to
γ for all q ∈ I. It can be shown (see, for example, [71]) that such a Dirichlet problem
admits a locally-defined classical solution iff the lifted curve (66) is a characteristic
curve, which means that the characteristic vector field ΥF is tangent to Γ at each
point of Γ. In this case, there exists an infinity of locally-defined smooth solutions
to the Dirichlet problem. In this paper, we consider only Dirichlet problems which
are regular, though we allow p0 to be a piece-wise smooth function of q in some
cases.

4.6. Constant Dirichlet conditions on a circle. The following Dirichlet condi-
tion will be used later on. Consider the case when γ is a circle of radius R < 1 (with
respect to the local Euclidean metric G0) which is contained in U0 and centered at
some point x0 ∈ U0. We can take I = [0, 2π] and q = θ, where θ is the polar angle
in the isothermal coordinates (x1, x2). Then γ has equations:

x1 = R cos θ , x2 = R sin θ .

Moreover, we take the Dirichlet datum ϕ0 to be constant along γ, i.e. ϕ′0(θ) = 0.
In this case, the second admissibility condition in (65) requires that p0 be normal
to γ, i.e. we have:

p0(θ) = (ν(θ) cos θ, ν(θ) sin θ) ∀θ ∈ [0, 2π] ,
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where ν def.
= ||p0||0. For every θ ∈ [0, 2π], the line of angle θ in the p-plane intersects

the momentum curve Cγ(θ),ϕ0
in at most three points. For the boundary data

(γ, ϕ0) to be admissible, this intersection must be non-empty for all θ ∈ [0, 2π], in
which case any point of intersection determines a possible choice of p0(θ). As θ
varies in the interval [0, 2π], this gives up to three continuously-varying points on
Cγ(θ),ϕ0

. A necessary condition for the boundary data to be regular is that the
momentum p0(θ) never becomes special, i.e. that at least one of these choices never
meets the singular point of Cγ(θ),ϕ0

as θ varies from 0 to 2π.
When the point x varies on the circle γ, the special momenta (58) describe a

curve in the (p1, p2) plane, which we call the curve of special initial momenta. An
admissible initial momentum cannot lie on this curve.

Let us illustrate this in the case V = 10−10 + 1
2

(
1
5x

2
1 + x22

)
, for the constant

boundary condition:

ϕ|CR
= ϕ0 = − log[R log(1/R)] (69)

imposed on the circle CR of radius R = 1
20 centered at the origin of the (x1, x2)

plane. This condition is natural given the asymptotic forms discussed in Section 5.
Figure 3 shows the curve of special initial momenta and the norms ν of admissible

initial momenta (as functions of the polar angle θ) for this choice of R and V . The
latter are obtained by solving the following cubic equation for ν:

F (R cos θ,R sin θ,− log[R log(1/R)], ν cos θ, ν sin θ) = 0 (70)

whose real solutions ν(θ) we plot as functions of θ. The plot has limited range,
hence some real solutions are not visible in the figure.

-20 -10 10 20
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-40

-20

20

40

p2

(a) The curve of special initial momenta.

1 2 3 4 5 6
θ
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100

ν

(b) Norms of admissible initial momenta.

Figure 3. The curve of special initial momenta and the norms of
admissible momenta for V = 10−10+ 1

2

(
1
5x

2
1 + x22

)
and the Dirich-

let boundary condition (69) with R= 1
20 .

Figure 4 shows the choice of a set of regular initial momenta together with the
projections of the corresponding characteristic curves on (x1, x2, u)-space.
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(a) A set of regular initial momenta
(shown as red arrows).

(b) Projection of characteristic curves on
(x1, x2, u)-space for the choice of initial mo-
menta shown on the left.

Figure 4. Choices of regular initial momenta and projection of
the corresponding characteristic curves on (x1, x2, u)-space for V =
10−10 + 1

2

(
1
5x

2
1+x

2
2

)
and the Dirichlet boundary condition (69)

with R= 1
20 .

4.7. The stationary points of the characteristic dynamical system. The
characteristic curves of an admissible Dirichlet problem are integral curves of the
dynamical system (WF ,ΥF ). The stationary points of this system correspond to
the zeroes of ΥF on WF , i.e. to the points (x, u, p) ∈ U × R3 which satisfy the
conditions:

F (x, u, p) = Fpi(x, u, p) = Fxi(x, u, p) + piFu(x, u, p) = 0 ∀i = 1, 2 . (71)

It is clear that any such point is a characteristic point. The following result shows
that the converse is also true.

Proposition 4.3. The stationary points of the characteristic dynamical system
(WF ,ΥF ) coincide with the characteristic points of F .

Proof. It suffices to show that the last equalities in (71) are satisfied at any charac-
teristic point. If (x, u, p) is such a point, then we have F (x, u, p) = Fpi(x, u, p) = 0

and hence p1 and p2 are given by (58), which correspond to A = H0 and B = H̃0.
Thus:

Fu = 6V e2u(A−H0)
2

vanishes and the last conditions in (71) reduce to:

Fx1(x, u, p) = Fx2(x, u, p) = 0 ,

where p1 and p2 are given by (58). Using expression (57), we compute:

Fxi
=

∂F

∂Pk
∂xi

Pk +
∂F

∂V
∂xi

V +
∂F

∂(∆0V )
∂xi

(∆0V ) ,

where u and p are held fixed.
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Since (58) corresponds to P = (0, 0) (which is the singular point of the momen-
tum curve), we have ∂F

∂Pk

∣∣∣
P=0

= 0. On the other hand, the quantities:

∂F

∂V
= −3e2uP 2

1 ,
∂F

∂(∆0V )
= −P 2

2

vanish when P1 = P2 = 0. It follows that Fxi
(x, u, p) vanish and hence any charac-

teristic point is a stationary point of the characteristic dynamical system. □

4.8. Numerical examples. Let us illustrate the solutions of the contact Hamilton-
Jacobi equation for the conformal factor and their characteristics. Recall that U0

is an open subset of R2, whose Cartesian coordinates x1, x2 are isothermal on U .
Thus J is the canonical complex structure which identifies R2 with the complex
plane C of complex coordinate z = x1 + ix2. For simplicity, we take:

V (x1, x2) = Vc +
1

2
(λ1x

2
1 + λ2x

2
2) , (72)

where Vc > 0 and λ1, λ2 are nonzero real numbers. We assume that U0 is a do-
main contained in the region of R2 where V > 0. Such potentials arise as local
approximations of an everywhere positive potential of a cosmological model close
to a non-degenerate critical point. The quadratic potential (72) has a single critical
point located at the origin of the (x1, x2)-plane, which is an extremum if λ1λ2 > 0
and a saddle point if λ1λ2 < 0.

We consider the Dirichlet problem of Subsection 4.6 with boundary condition
(69) on a circle of radius R < 1 centered at the origin. This problem is regular
except possibly for a finite set of points of this circle when λ1 ̸= λ2 (we say that
the problem is essentially regular in this case). If λ1 = λ2, then the only admissible
choice of p0(θ) is special for all θ and the Dirichlet problem is irregular.

We show some numerically computed projected characteristic curves in a few
essentially regular cases in the bottom left corner of Figures 5, 6, 7. For the indi-
cated values of Vc, λ1, λ2 and R, these figures also show the contour and 3d plots
of the corresponding potential and the numerical solutions of the Dirichlet problem
for the viscosity perturbation (55) of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation (53) for
the listed values of the viscosity parameter c.

Figure 8 shows the irregular case λ1 = λ2 = 1, when the classical method of
characteristics does not apply. The qualitative behavior of the viscosity approxi-
mants of the solutions differs little between these four cases on the region within
which they were computed. The values considered for the viscosity parameter c
were dictated by the computational limits of our system. Computing with smaller
values of c might reveal more detail.
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(a) Contour plot of the potential. (b) 3D plot of the potential.
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(c) Some characteristic curves projected
on the (x1, x2)-plane. Some curves inter-
sect if followed long enough, which signals
the breakdown of the method of charac-
teristics.

(d) Solutions of the Dirichlet problem for
the viscosity perturbation with c = e−7.

Figure 5. The potential, projected characteristics and a viscosity
approximant of the solution of the Dirichlet problem for the contact
Hamilton-Jacobi equation for Vc = 1/90 and λ1 = −1/5, λ2 = 1
with R = 1/20. We show the approximant of the solution ϕ in a
region where the potential is positive.
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(a) Contour plot of the potential. (b) 3D plot of the potential.
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(c) Some characteristic curves projected
on the (x1, x2)-plane.

(d) Solution of the Dirichlet problem for the
viscosity perturbation with c = e−8.

Figure 6. The potential, projected characteristics and a viscosity
approximant of the solution of the Dirichlet problem for the contact
Hamilton-Jacobi equation for Vc = 1/18 and λ1 = −1, λ2 = 1 with
R = 1/20. We show the approximant of the solution ϕ in a region
where the potential is positive.
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(a) Contour plot of the potential.
(b) 3D plot of the potential.
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(c) Some characteristic curves projected
on the (x1, x2)-plane.

(d) Solution of the Dirichlet problem for the
viscosity perturbation with c = e−7.

Figure 7. The potential, projected characteristics and a viscosity
approximant of the solution of the Dirichlet problem for the contact
Hamilton-Jacobi equation for Vc=10−10 and λ1=1/5, λ2=1 with
R=1/20.
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(a) Contour plot of the potential.

(b) 3D plot of the potential.
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(c) The curve of special initial momenta. (d) Solution of the Dirichlet problem for the
viscosity perturbation with c = e−6.

Figure 8. The potential and a viscosity approximant of the so-
lution of the Dirichlet problem for the contact Hamilton-Jacobi
equation for Vc = 10−10 and λ1 = λ2 = 1 with R = 1/20. In
this case, all admissible initial momenta lie on the curve of special
initial momenta, which we show in the lower left corner. Thus the
Dirichlet problem is irregular and the classical method of charac-
teristics does not apply.

5. The quasilinear approximation near a non-degenerate critical
point of the scalar potential

The critical points of the scalar potential V play a crucial role in determining
important features of cosmological dynamics. In this section, we study the behavior
of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation (53) and its solutions in the vicinity of
non-degenerate critical points of V . We show that this nonlinear equation can be
approximated by a quasilinear ODE near such a point and study the solutions of the
latter, which provide asymptotic approximants for certain solutions of the contact
Hamilton-Jacobi equation.

Let c ∈ CritV be a non-degenerate (hence isolated) critical point of V and fix the
complex structure J on M. Let (U, z) be a complex coordinate chart for (M, J)

centered at c (i.e. z(c) = 0) such that the punctured neighborhood U̇ def.
= U \ {c} is
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contained in M0 and let x1 = Rez and x2 = Imz be the corresponding isothermal
coordinates defined on U .

Since c is a non-degenerate critical point, the Riemannian Hessian of V at c is
a non-degenerate bilinear symmetric form defined on TcM which is independent of
the choice of the scalar field metric G. In particular, we have:

Hess(V )(c) = Hess0(V )(c) =
1

2
(∂i∂jV )(c)∂i ⊗ ∂j |c ∈ Sym2(T ∗

c M) .

This covariant symmetric tensor can be diagonalized by a transformation:

x′ = Rx , with R ∈ SO(2,R) ≃ U(1) ,

where (U, x′) is once again an isothermal coordinate system of the same form as
(U, x), namely the isothermal coordinate system defined by the complex coordinate
z′ = eiθz, where θ is the rotation angle of the matrix R. Thus, we can assume
without loss of generality that the isothermal coordinate system (U, x) was chosen
such that:

∂i∂jV = λ1δi1δj1 + λ2δi2δj2 ,

where λ1, λ2∈R are the real eigenvalues of the Euclidean Hessian operator Ĥess0(c)∈
End(TcM) at c (recall that this operator is G0(c)-symmetric and hence has real
eigenvalues). Non-degeneracy of the Hessian at c implies that λ1 and λ2 are both
nonzero. With this choice of isothermal coordinates, the Taylor expansion of V at
c takes the form:

V (x) = V (c) +
1

2
(∂i∂jV )(c)xixj +O(||x||30) = Vc +

1

2
(λ1x

2
1 + λ2x

2
2) +O(||x||30) ,

which gives (without summation over i !):

(∂iV )(x) = λix
i +O(||x||20) (73)

and:
||dV ||0 =

√
λ21x

2
1 + λ22x

2
2 +O(||x||20) .

Using these expressions, we find:

H0 =
λ3ix

2
i

λ21x
2
1 + λ22x

2
2

+O(||x||20) and H̃0 = λ1λ2(λ2 − λ1)
x1x2

λ21x
2
1 + λ22x

2
2

+O(||x||20) .

(74)
Consider the following homogeneous polynomial functions of degree two in the
variables x1 and x2, where k ∈ Z>0:

sk(x)
def.
= λk1x

2
1 + λk2x

2
2 . (75)

Notice that these functions are invariant under the permutation which exchanges
x1 with x2 and λ1 with λ2.

Proposition 5.1. We have:

F (x, u, p) = −a1(x, u)x
1p1 + a2(x, u)x

2p2 − b(x, u)

s2(x)3
+O(||x||20) ,

where ai and b are homogeneous polynomial functions of degree six in x1 and x2
(whose coefficients depend on u) given by:

ai(x, u) = λis2(x)
[
ti(x) + 6Vce

2us2(x)s3(x)
]
,

with:

t1(x)
def.
= λ1λ

2
2(λ1 − λ2)x

2
2[s2(x)− 3λ2s1(x)]

t2(x)
def.
= λ2λ

2
1(λ2 − λ1)x

2
1[s2(x)− 3λ1s1(x)]

and:
b(x, u) = −λ31λ32(λ1 − λ2)

2x21x
2
2s1(x) + 3e2uVcs2(x)s3(x)

2 .
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Remark 5.2. Notice that a1, a2 and t1, t2 are related by the permutation which
exchanges λ1 with λ2 and x1 with x2, while b is invariant under this permutation.

Proof. Relations (73) show that the quantities A and B approximate as:

A = λ1x
1p1 + λ2x

2p2 +O(||x||20) , B = −λ2x2p1 + λ1x
1p2 +O(||x||20) (76)

and hence are of order one in ||x||. Accordingly, the order one approximation of F
is obtained by replacing (∆0V )(x) with its order zero approximation (which is the
constant λ1 + λ2) and keeping only the terms linear in A and B. Thus:

−F =
(
H̃2+6e2uVcH

)
A+2H̃(H−λ1−λ2)B+(λ1+λ2−H)H̃2−3e2uVcH

2+O(||x||20)

i.e.:

F = 3e2uVcH
2 − H̃2(λ1 + λ2 −H)

+
[
2H̃(H − λ1 − λ2)λ2x2 −

(
6e2uVcH + H̃2

)
λ1x1

]
p1

−
[
2H̃(H − λ1 − λ2)λ1x1 +

(
6e2uVcH + H̃2

)
λ2x2

]
p2 +O(||x||20) .

Substituting (74) in this expression gives the conclusion. □

Corollary 5.3. The contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation (53) is approximated to first
order in ||x||0 by the following quasilinear first order PDE:

a1(x, ϕ)x
1∂1ϕ+ a2(x, ϕ)x

2∂2ϕ = b(x, ϕ) . (77)

Remark 5.4. One can check that equation (77) is not proper in the sense of the the-
ory of viscosity solutions. For reasons of practical computability, we will nonetheless
use a viscosity perturbation of this equation when numerically approximating its
solutions in Subsection 5.6.

Remark 5.5. Suppose that λ1 = λ2 = λ ̸= 0. Then the quasilinear PDE (77)
reduces to:

(x1∂1 + x2∂2)ϕ =
1

2
,

which has general solution (see Proposition 5.11 below):

ϕ(r, θ) =
1

2
log r + ϕ0(θ) ,

where ϕ0 is a piecewise-smooth real-valued function defined on the unit circle and
(r, θ) are the polar coordinates defined by the isothermal coordinate system (x1, x2).
In this case, the quasilinear equation (77) is equivalent with the linear equation in
Proposition 5.9 which we discuss later on. We will exclude this special case in most
of the following.

5.1. Symmetries. Since ai and b are homogeneous polynomials of the same degree
in x1 and x2, the quasilinear equation (77) is invariant under the homotheties
xi → κxi with κ > 0. If ϕ is a solution, it follows that the function ϕκ defined by
ϕκ(x) = ϕ(κx) is also a solution. Moreover, equation (77) is invariant under the
action of the Klein four-group Z2 × Z2 generated by x1 → −x1 and x2 → −x2.
Thus given a solution ϕ, the functions ϕϵ1,ϵ2 defined through:

ϕϵ1,ϵ2(x1, x2) = ϕ(ϵ1x1, ϵ2x2) , where ϵ1, ϵ2 ∈ {−1, 1}

are also solutions. Combining these observations, we conclude that the group R>0×
Z2 × Z2 acts naturally on the set of solutions to (77).
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5.2. Scale-invariant solutions of the quasilinear equation. It is natural to
look for scale-invariant solutions of the quasilinear equation (77), i.e. solutions
which are fixed points of the scaling action of R>0. Such solutions satisfy:

ϕ(κx) = ϕ(x) ∀κ > 0

and hence depend only on the angular coordinate θ of the polar coordinate system.
Since:

∂1ϕ = − sin θ

r
ϕ′(θ) , ∂2ϕ =

cos θ

r
ϕ′(θ) ,

equation (77) reduces to the ODE:

[a2(cos θ, sin θ, ϕ)− a1(cos θ, sin θ, ϕ)] cos θ sin θϕ
′(θ) = b(cos θ, sin θ) .

The change of variables t = cos(2θ) ∈ [−1, 1] brings the last equation to the form:

dϕ

dt
= R(t, ϕ) , (78)

where:

R(t, ϕ)=
1

(t2−1)
[
λ2
1(t+1)−λ2

2(t−1)
]
(λ1−λ2)

×

3Vce
2ϕ

[
λ2
1(t+ 1)− λ2

2(t− 1)
][
λ3
1(t+ 1)−λ3

2(t− 1)
]2+ λ3

1(λ1−λ2)
2λ3

2(t
2− 1)

[
λ1(t+ 1)−λ2(t− 1)

]
λ2
1λ

2
2

[
−6λ2λ1(t2−1)+λ2

1(t+1)(3t+1)+λ2
2(t−1)(3t−1)

]
−6Vce2ϕ

[
λ2
1(t+1)−λ2

2(t−1)
][
λ3
1(t+1)−λ3

2(t−1)
] .

Since the right hand side of (78) can become singular in the interval (−1, 1), a
locally-defined classical solution of this equation need not extend to a differentiable
function defined on the entire interval. Below, we consider generalized solutions
which are of class C1 on the interval (−1, 1) except for a finite set of points of this
interval, where they can tend to infinity or have discontinuous derivative. However,
we require that the restriction of a generalized solution to the open interval (−1, 1)
is continuous as a map valued in R̄ = R ∪ {−∞,∞}.

Since a generalized solution depends only on t = cos(2θ), it follows that ϕ as a
function of θ has periodicity π and is invariant under the transformation θ → −θ:

ϕ(θ + π) = ϕ(θ) , ϕ(−θ) = ϕ(θ) .

Hence as a function defined on the unit circle, ϕ is invariant under the Klein four-
group Z2 × Z2 generated by reflections in the two coordinate axes9. Thus ϕ is
also a fixed point of the discrete symmetries of equation (77) and we can restrict
its domain of definition to θ ∈ [0, π/2] without losing information. The range
t ∈ [−1, 1] corresponds to θ ∈ [0, π/2], where θ = 0 corresponds to t = 1 and
θ = π/2 corresponds to t = −1.

The denominator of R(t, ϕ) factors as T1(t, ϕ)T2(t, ϕ), where
T1 = (t2 − 1)[(λ2

1 − λ2
2)t+ λ2

1 + λ2
2](λ2 − λ1)

T2 = 3(λ1−λ2)
2t2

[
2(λ1+λ2)(λ

2
1+λ2λ1+λ2

2)e
2ϕVc−λ2

1λ
2
2

]
+ 4t

[
3(λ5

1−λ5
2)e

2ϕVc−λ2
2λ

4
1+λ4

2λ
2
1

]
+6(λ5

1 + λ2
2λ

3
1 + λ3

2λ
2
1 + λ5

2)e
2ϕVc − λ2

1λ
2
2(λ

2
1 + 6λ2λ1 + λ2

2) .

When λ1 = λ2, this denominator vanishes identically while the numerator of R
equals 24λ8Vce

2ϕ, so in this case equation (78) has no solutions. When λ1 ̸= λ2,
the denominator of R(t, ϕ) vanishes for t ∈

{
−1, 1,−λ2

1+λ2
2

λ2
1−λ2

2

}
(which are the roots

of T1(t, ϕ) as a polynomial of t) and for t ∈ {t−(ϕ), t+(ϕ)}, where:

t±(ϕ) =
−6(λ4

1 + λ2λ3
1 + λ2

2λ
2
1 + λ3

2λ1 + λ4
2)e

2ϕVc + λ2
1λ

2
2

(
2λ1 + 2λ2 ± sign(λ1 − λ2)

√
d
)

3(λ1 − λ2)
[
2(λ1 + λ2)(λ2

1 + λ1λ2λ2
2)e

2ϕVc − λ2
1λ

2
2

]
9Notice that we allow ϕ(θ) to have different directional limits from the two sides at θ ∈

{0, π
2
, π, 3π

2
}.
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are the roots of T2(t, ϕ) as a polynomial of ϕ. These roots are real iff the quantity:

d
def.
= 36e4ϕV 2

c + 60(λ1 + λ2)e
2ϕVc + λ21 + λ22 − 10λ1λ2

(which is proportional to the discriminant of T2) is non-negative.
Since

∣∣∣λ2
1+λ2

2

λ2
1−λ2

2

∣∣∣ > 1, the only potentially singular points of R which lie in the
interval [−1, 1] are −1, 1 and the points of the set [−1, 1] ∩ {t−(ϕ), t+(ϕ)}. If any
of the points t±(ϕ) is contained in the interval [−1, 1], then the derivative of a
solution of (78) may tend to infinity at that point, depending on the behavior of
the numerator of R. Let us consider the “worst” kind of singularity, which arises
when both |ϕ(t)| and |dϕ(t)dt | = |R(t,Φ(t))| tend to infinity as we approach the
singular point. To understand where this kind of singularity may occur, it suffices
to consider the cases ϕ = +∞ and ϕ = −∞ in the formulas for t±(ϕ). We have:

t+(+∞) =

 −λ3
1+λ3

2

λ3
1−λ3

2
if λ1 > λ2

−λ2
1+λ2

2

λ2
1−λ2

2
if λ1 < λ2

t−(+∞) =

 −λ2
1+λ2

2

λ2
1−λ2

2
if λ1 > λ2

−λ3
1+λ3

2

λ3
1−λ3

2
if λ1 < λ2

and

t+(−∞) =

 − 2(λ1+λ2)+
√

λ2
1−10λ1λ2+λ2

2

3(λ1−λ2)
if λ1 > λ2

− 2(λ1+λ2)−
√

λ2
1−10λ1λ2+λ2

2

3(λ1−λ2)
if λ1 < λ2

t−(−∞) =

 − 2(λ1+λ2)−
√

λ2
1−10λ1λ2+λ2

2

3(λ1−λ2)
if λ1 > λ2

− 2(λ1+λ2)+
√

λ2
1−10λ1λ2+λ2

2

3(λ1−λ2)
if λ1 < λ2

The roots t±(−∞) are real iff the quantity:

δ
def.
= λ21 − 10λ1λ2 + λ22 (79)

satisfies:

δ ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ λ1
λ2

̸∈ (5− 2
√
6, 5 + 2

√
6) . (80)

Notice that t±(+∞) and t±(−∞) do not depend on Vc. Some aspects of the
qualitative behavior of ϕ depend on how many of these values lie in the interval
[−1, 1].

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that λ1, λ2 ∈ R \ {0} satisfy λ1 ̸= λ2. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) If λ1 < λ2, then we have t+(+∞) ̸∈ [−1, 1] and t−(+∞) ∈ R \ {−1, 1}.
Moreover, we have:

t−(+∞) ∈ (−1, 1) iff λ1λ2 < 0 .

(2) If λ1 > λ2, then we have t−(+∞) ̸∈ [−1, 1] and t+(+∞) ∈ R \ {−1, 1}.
Moreover, we have:

t+(+∞) ∈ (−1, 1) iff λ1λ2 < 0 .

(3) When λ21 − 10λ1λ2 + λ22 ≥ 0, we always have:

t±(−∞) ∈ (−1, 1) .
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Proof. We have:

t+(+∞)2 − 1 =


4(λ1λ2)

3

(λ3
1−λ3

2)
2 if λ1 > λ2

4(λ1λ2)
2

(λ2
1−λ2

2)
2 if λ1 < λ2

(81)

and

t−(+∞)2 − 1 =


4(λ1λ2)

2

(λ2
1λ

2
2)

2 if λ1 > λ2
4(λ1λ2)

3

(λ3
1−λ3

2)
2 if λ1 < λ2

. (82)

This implies the first two points of the lemma. On the other hand, we have:

t−(−∞)2 − 1 =

{
A+ B if λ1 > λ2
A− B if λ1 < λ2

(83)

and

t−(−∞)2 − 1 =

{
A− B if λ1 > λ2
A+ B if λ1 < λ2

, (84)

where:

A = −4(λ21 − 4λ1λ2 + λ22)

9(λ1 − λ2)2

B =
4(λ1 + λ2)

√
λ21 − 10λ1λ2 + λ22

9(λ1 − λ2)2
. (85)

We have:

A2 − B2 =
64λ21λ

2
2

9(λ1 − λ2)4
> 0 ,

which shows that |B| < |A| and hence the sign of the quantity t±(−∞)2− 1 always
coincides with that of A. It is easy to see that the inequality δ ≥ 0 implies λ21 −
4λ1λ2 +λ22 > 0, which ensures that A is always negative or zero. It follows that we
have t±(−∞)2 − 1 ≤ 0 and we conclude. □

Lemma 5.6 implies the following:

Proposition 5.7. Suppose that λ1, λ2 ∈ R\{0} satisfy λ1 ̸= λ2. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) If δ < 0, then the absolute value of a generalized solution of the ODE (78)
can tend to infinity together with that of its derivative in the interior of
the interval (−1, 1) iff λ1λ2 < 0. In this case, there is at most one such
singular point, namely t−(+∞) if λ1 < λ2, respectively t+(+∞) if λ1 > λ2.

(2) If δ ≥ 0, then a generalized solution of (78) has at most three points in
the interval (−1, 1) where its absolute value can tend to infinity together
with that of its derivative. These can be any or both of the points t±(−∞)
(which coincide when δ = 0) and at most one of the following points, which
belongs to the interval (−1, 1) only when λ1λ2 < 0:
(a) t−(+∞), if λ1 < λ2,
(b) t+(+∞), if λ1 > λ2.

Remark 5.8. Whether the derivative of ϕ becomes infinite at any point listed in
Proposition 5.7 depends on whether R(t, ϕ(t)) actually blows up at that point. Even
in that case, it is not assured that |ϕ| tends to infinity there. The proposition merely
constrains the position of potential singularities of the kind considered, but does
not guarantee that any of the points listed in the statement arises as a singularity
in any given solution.
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Figure 9 shows t±(+∞) and t±(−∞) as functions of λ1 and λ2, while Figure 10
shows the particular solutions ϕ(t) of equation (78) for a few choices of Vc, λ1
and λ2 with the initial conditions listed. The black and red dots in Figure 10
represent those points among t±(+∞), respectively t±(−∞) which lie inside the
interval (−1, 1). We show solutions whose restrictions to the open interval (−1, 1)
are continuous as maps valued in R̄ = R ∪ {−∞,∞}.

(a) t±(+∞) as functions of λ1 and λ2. The rigged regions in the plot are nu-
merical artifacts.

(b) t±(−∞) as functions of λ1 and λ2.

Figure 9. Plots of t±(+∞) and t±(−∞) as functions of λ1, λ2.



STRONG RAPID TURN INFLATION AND CONTACT HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATIONS 41
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2.0

ϕ

(a) The solution ϕ for Vc = 1/90, λ1 = −1/5,
λ2 = 1 with initial condition ϕ(1/2) = 1. We
have δ ≈ 3.04, t−(+∞) ≈ 0.98, t+(+∞) ≈ 1.08,
t−(−∞) ≈ −0.04, t+(−∞) ≈ 0.93.

-1.0 -0.5 0.5 1.0
t

-5

5

10

15

R(t,ϕ (t))

(b) Plot of ϕ′(t) = R(t, ϕ(t)) where
ϕ is the solution shown on the left.

-1.0-0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

t

1

2

3

4

5

ϕ

(c) The solution ϕ for Vc=1/18, λ1=−1, λ2=
1 with initial condition ϕ(0.379) = 1.01. We
have δ = 12, t−(+∞) = 0, t+(+∞) = −∞,
t−(−∞) ≈ −0.57, t+(−∞) ≈ 0.57.
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-20
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20

30

R(t,ϕ (t))

(d) Plot of ϕ′(t) = R(t, ϕ(t)) where
ϕ is the solution shown on the left.
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(e) The solution ϕ for Vc = 10−10, λ1 = 1/5,
λ2=1 with initial condition ϕ(0) = 1. We have
δ = −0.95, t−(+∞) ≈ 1.01, t+(+∞) ≈ 1.08,
t−(−∞) ≈ 1− 0.4i, t+(−∞) ≈ 1 + 0.4i.

-1.0 -0.5 0.5 1.0
t

-10

-5

5

10

R(t,ϕ (t))

(f) Plot of ϕ′(t) = R(t, ϕ(t)) where
ϕ is the solution shown on the left.

Figure 10. Plots of the solutions ϕ of equation (78) and of their
derivatives with the initial conditions listed for various values of
Vc and λ1, λ2.
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5.3. Linearization of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation when ϕ blows
up at a non-degenerate critical point. The quasilinear equation (77) can be
approximated by a linear equation in the special case when ϕ tends to +∞ at the
non-degenerate critical point c of V .

Proposition 5.9. Suppose that ϕ satisfies the quasilinear equation (77) and that
we have ϕ(x) ≫ 1 on a vicinity of the non-degenerate critical point c of V . Then
ϕ is an approximate solution of the following linear first order PDE:

2s2(x)λix
i∂iϕ = s3(x) , (86)

which it satisfies up to corrections of order O( e
−2ϕ

3Vc
).

Proof. Dividing both terms by 3Vce
2ϕ, equation (77) can be written as:

λis2(x)

[
ti(x)

e−2ϕ

3Vc
+2s2(x)s3(x)

]
xi∂iϕ=−λ31λ32(λ1−λ2)2x21x22s1(x)

e−2ϕ

3Vc
+s2(x)s3(x)

2

and the terms containing exponentials can be neglected when ϕ(x) ≫ 1. □

To find the solutions of (86), consider the polar coordinate system (r, θ) defined
through:

x1 = r cos θ , x2 = r sin θ (87)

and notice the relations:

∂1 = cos θ
∂

∂r
− sin θ

r
∂θ , ∂2 = sin θ

∂

∂r
+

cos θ

r
∂θ ,

which imply:

x1∂1ϕ0 = (cos2 θ r∂r− sin θ cos θ∂θ)ϕ , x
2∂2ϕ0 = (sin2 θ r∂r+sin θ cos θ∂θ)ϕ . (88)

Proposition 5.10. Suppose that λ1 ̸= λ2. Then the general solution of the linear
equation (86) is:

ϕ(r, θ) = ϕ0(θ) +Q0

(λ2 − λ1
λ1λ2

log r +
1

λ1
log | cos θ| − 1

λ2
log | sin θ|

)
, (89)

where:

ϕ0(θ) =
1

4
log(λ21 cos

2 θ + λ22 sin
2 θ)− 1

2

λ2 log | cos θ| − λ1 log | sin θ|
λ2 − λ1

(90)

and Q0 is a function of a single variable which we take to be smooth.

Notice that the solution (89) need not be of class C1 if we take Q0 to be smooth.
Figures 11, 12 and 13 show plots of the functions ϕ0 and:

f(r, θ)
def.
=

λ2 − λ1
λ1λ2

log r +
1

λ1
log | cos θ| − 1

λ2
log | sin θ|

for a few choices of λ1 and λ2.



STRONG RAPID TURN INFLATION AND CONTACT HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATIONS 43
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2.5

ϕ0

(a) ϕ0 as a function of θ. (b) f as a function of x1 and x2

Figure 11. Plots of ϕ0 and f for λ1 = −1/5 and λ2 = 1.
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(a) ϕ0 as a function of θ. (b) f as a function of x1 and x2

Figure 12. Plots of ϕ0 and f for λ1 = −1 and λ2 = 1.
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ϕ0

(a) ϕ0 as a function of θ. (b) f as a function of x1 and x2

Figure 13. Plots of ϕ0 and f for λ1 = 1/5 and λ2 = 1.

Proof. The homogeneous equation associated to (86) is equivalent with:

λ1x
1∂1ϕ+ λ2x

2∂2ϕ = 0 .

The change of variables xi = sign(xi)e
σi brings this equation to the form:

λ1
∂ϕ

∂σ1
+ λ2

∂ϕ

∂σ2
= 0 .
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Let:

σ± =
1

λ1
σ1 ±

1

λ2
σ2 .

Changing coordinates from (σ1, σ2) to (σ+, σ−), the homogeneous equation becomes
∂ϕ
∂σ+

= 0, which means that ϕ depends only on σ−. Hence the general smooth
solution of the homogeneous equation is:

ϕ = Q0

( 1

λ1
σ1 −

1

λ2
σ2

)
= Q0

( 1

λ1
log |x1| −

1

λ2
log |x2|

)
,

where Q0 is a function which we take to be smooth. A particular solution ϕ0 of
the inhomogeneous equation can be obtained by requiring that ϕ0 depends only on
the angular coordinate θ. Using relations (88), the inhomogeneous equation for ϕ0
reduces to:

2(λ2 − λ1)s2(cos θ, sin θ)(cos θ sin θ)ϕ
′
0(θ) = s3(cos θ, sin θ) ,

where we used the fact that sk are homogeneous polynomials of degree two in x1
and x2. The last equation reads:

ϕ′0(θ) =
1

2(λ2 − λ1)
R(θ)

where:

R(θ)
def.
=

s3(cos θ, sin θ)

s2(cos θ, sin θ) cos θ sin θ
=

λ31 cos
2 θ + λ32 sin

2 θ

(λ21 cos
2 θ + λ22 sin

2 θ) cos θ sin θ
.

This gives (90) up to an arbitrary constant which can be absorbed in Q0. □

Proposition 5.11. Suppose that λ1 = λ2 := λ. Then the linear equation (86)
reduces to:

xi∂iϕ =
1

2
, (91)

whose general solution is:

ϕ(r, θ) =
1

2
log r + ϕ0(θ) , (92)

where ϕ0 ∈ C∞(S1) is a real-valued function of a single variable defined on the unit
circle, which we take to be smooth.

Proof. Since sk(x) = λk||x0||2, equation (86) reduces to (91), which takes the fol-
lowing form in polar coordinates:

r∂rϕ(r, θ) =
1

2
. (93)

The corresponding homogeneous equation is equivalent with:

∂rϕ = 0 ,

with general solution:
ϕ = ϕ0(θ) ,

where ϕ0 ∈ C∞(S1). The conclusion follows by noticing that ϕ0 = 1
2 log r is a

particular solution of the inhomogeneous equation. □

Remark 5.12. When λ1 = λ2 := λ, we have t1 = t2 = 0 and:

a1(x, ϕ) = a2(x, ϕ) = 6λ8Vce
2ϕ||x||60 , b(x, ϕ) = 3λ8Vce

2ϕ||x||60 .

Hence the quasilinear equation (77) with λ1 = λ2 = λ coincides with the linear first
order PDE (91).
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5.4. Natural asymptotic conditions at a non-degenerate critical point
with distinct principal values. Suppose that λ1 ̸= λ2. Defining:

Q(w)
def.
= Q0

(
λ2 − λ1
λ1λ2

w

)
,

the general solution (89) of the linear equation (86) takes the form:

ϕ(r, θ) = ϕ0(θ) +Q

(
log r +

λ2 log | cos θ| − λ1 log | sin θ|
λ2 − λ1

)
.

This satisfies the condition limr→0 ϕ(r, θ) = +∞ iff limw→−∞Q(w) = +∞. In this
case, we have:

ϕ ≈ Q(log r) for r ≪ 1 ,

so ϕ becomes rotationally-invariant near the critical point. Since in this case ϕ
approximates a solution of the nonlinear PDE (53) when r → 0, it follows that
the scalar field metric G defined by that solution of (53) becomes asymptotically
rotationally-invariant near the critical point. For r ≪ 1, the Gaussian curvature of
this metric is:

K ≈ −e−2ϕ∆ϕ ≈ −e−2ϕ 1

r

d

dr
(r
dϕ

dr
) = −e−2Q(log r)Q′′(log r) .

To further constrain Q, it is natural to require that the asymptotic Gaussian cur-
vature be constant, i.e. K = Kc for some constant Kc. This gives the equation:

e−2Q(w)Q′′(w) = Kc .

It is also desirable that the metric G be geodesically complete near the critical point
(except at that point, which is not part of M0), and we assume this from now on.

If we choose Kc = 0, then we can take Q(w) = −w, which gives:

ϕ(r, θ) ≈r≪1 − log r

and:

ds2 ≈r≪1
1

r2
(dr2 + r2dθ2) = dρ2 + dθ2 ,

where ρ def.
= − log r. In this case, G asymptotes for r ≪ 1 to the metric on a flat

cylinder.
If we chooseKc = −1, then G will asymptote at the critical point c to a hyperbolic

metric defined near c which coincides with the hyperbolic cusp metric. In this case,
we have:

ds2 ≈ 1

(r log r)2
(dr2 + r2dθ2) (94)

for r ≪ 1 and:

Q(w) = − log(|w|ew) = −w − log |w| i.e. ϕ(r, θ) ≈r≪1 − log(r log(1/r)) . (95)

When V is a Morse function defined on M, relation (95) can be viewed as an
asymptotic condition for the solution ϕ of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation
(53), to be imposed at each critical point where V has distinct principal values. In
practice, this can be done approximately by choosing simple closed curves CR(c)
around each critical point c of V which correspond to Euclidean circles of radius
R ≪ 1 centered at the origin in the isothermal coordinates centered at c and
imposing the Dirichlet boundary conditions:

ϕ|CR(c) = − log(R log(1/R)) .

This formula inspired the somewhat idiosyncratic choice of boundary conditions
made for the numerical examples contained in the paper.
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Now suppose that λ1 = λ2 = λ. In this case, relation (92) gives:

ϕ =
1

2
log r +Q0(θ) ≈r≪1

1

2
log r ,

which tends to minus infinity when r → 0. In this case, ϕ need not approximate a
solution of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation (53).

5.5. Characteristics in the quasilinear approximation. The quasilinear equa-
tion (77) can be solved locally by the method of characteristics, which in this case
reduces to the Lagrange-Charpit method. The characteristic system is:

dxi

dt
= ai(x, u)x

i ,

du

dt
= b(x, u) . (96)

The Dirichlet problem asks for a solution of (77) which satisfies:

ϕ(γ(q)) = ϕ0(q) ∀q ∈ I ,

where γ : I → U0 is a non-degenerate smooth curve and ϕ0 : I → R is a given
smooth function. The Dirichlet data (γ, ϕ0) is called regular (or noncharacteristic)
if the following condition is satisfied:

a1(γ(q), ϕ0(q))γ1(q)γ
′
2(q)− a2(γ(q), ϕ0(q))γ2(q)γ

′
1(q) ̸= 0 ∀q ∈ I .

For regular data, the solution of the Dirichlet problem is obtained by computing
the one-parameter family of solutions x(t, q), u(t, q) of (96) which satisfy the initial
conditions:

x(0, q) = γ(q) , u(0, q) = ϕ0(q) ∀q ∈ I .

Then u is obtained by eliminating t and q between the equations:

xi = xi(t, q) , u = u(t, q) ,

which produces a functional relation u = ϕ(x1, x2). The fact that the function
obtained in this manner satisfies equation (77) follows from the relations:

b(x, u) =
∂u

∂t
= ∂iϕ

∂xi

∂t
= ai(x, u)x

i∂iϕ .

5.6. Numerical solutions and characteristics of the quasilinear equation
near a critical point. Let us illustrate the discussion above with the behavior of
solutions of the quasilinear equation (77) and their characteristics. The potential
is given by (72), where we take Vc > 0 and where λ1, λ2 are real numbers. We
take the open set U0 ⊂ R2 to be a domain contained inside the region where the
potential is positive. In this case, the functions a1, a2 and b are given explicitly by:

a1(x1, x2, u) = λ1(λ
2
1x

2
1+λ

2
2x

2
2)
[
6e2uVc(λ

2
1x

2
1+λ

2
2x

2
2)(λ

3
1x

2
1+λ

3
2x

2
2)

+(λ1−λ2)λ1λ22x22
[
λ1(λ1−3λ2)x

2
1−2λ22x
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As before, we consider the Dirichlet condition ϕ = − log[R log(1/R)] on a circle of
radius R < 1 centered at the origin. For the indicated values of Vc, λ1, λ2 and
R, Figures 14, 15, and 16 show the scalar potential, some characteristic curves
of the quasilinear equation (77) and some solutions of its viscosity perturbation
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for various values of the viscosity parameter c. The Dirichlet problem is irregular
when λ1 = λ2 = 1. In that case, the viscosity solution of the Dirichlet problem is
constant; we do not consider this case in the figures.
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(a) Contour plot of the potential. (b) 3D plot of the potential.
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(c) Projected characteristic curves.

(d) Viscosity approximant of the solution to
the Dirichlet problem for c = e−8.

Figure 14. The potential, characteristics and a viscosity approx-
imant of the solution to the Dirichlet problem for a quasilinear
equation with Vc = 1/90, λ1 = −1/5, λ2 = 1 and R = 1/20.
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(a) Contour plot of the potential.
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(c) Projected characteristic curves. (d) Viscosity approximant of the solution
to the Dirichlet problem for c = e−8.

Figure 15. The potential, characteristics and a viscosity approx-
imant of the solution to the Dirichlet problem for the quasilinear
equation with Vc = 1/18, λ1 = −1, λ2 = 1 and R = 1/20.
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(a) Contour plot of the potential.
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(c) Projected characteristic curves.
(d) Viscosity approximant of the solution
to the Dirichlet problem for c = e−8.

Figure 16. The potential, characteristics and a viscosity approx-
imant of the solution to the Dirichlet problem for the quasilinear
equation with Vc = 10−2, λ1 = 1/5, λ2 = 1 and R = 1/20. All
characteristic curves are followed for the same duration of their
parameter up to limits imposed by the computational capacity of
our system.

6. Models with 2-torus target

In this section, we consider two-field cosmological models whose target is a 2-
torus T2. Such models appear in simple examples of the well-known setting of axion
cosmology [59], for example in an M-theory axiverse [60] or in a string axiverse [61]
realized as an orientifold compactification of type IIB string theory on a Calabi-Yau
manifold which produces two axions in the uncompactified directions. We refer the
reader to [62] for a review of axion cosmology. While models with two axions are
only toy examples, they are interesting in the context of our consistency conditions,
since the strong SRRT equation allows one, at least in principle, to determine the
fiducial metrics for which strong rapid turn inflation is likely to be possible.

The scalar potential of axions is likely to be easier to determine in axiverse
cosmology than their scalar field metric – which, in compactifications with low
or broken supersymmetry, receives complicated corrections that tend to be hard
to control. In this context, our approach of taking V as given and determining
those scalar field metrics which are “good” for strong rapid turn inflation is natural.



50 E. M. BABALIC1, C. I. LAZAROIU1,2, V. O. SLUPIC1

Throughout this section, we fix an orientation of the target manifold M = T2.
Following our general method, we pass to the complex parameterization of the
model by encoding the information carried by the scalar field metric into its volume
form and the complex structure J determined by its conformal class. The latter
makes T2 into an elliptic curve which we denote by E, while the former determines
and is determined by the conformal factor of the metric in a complex coordinate
chart relative to the complex structure J . Since any elliptic curve can be presented
as a quotient E = C2/Λ of the complex plane by a full lattice Λ ⊂ C, such a
curve admits a global periodic complex coordinate which is induced by the natural
complex coordinate z = x1+ix2 of C2. This allows one to lift the contact Hamilton-
Jacobi equation to an equation defined on C whose defining function is Λ-periodic.
Moreover, the globally-defined solutions of the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation on
E correspond to Λ-periodic solutions of this lifted equation. Using this observation,
we discuss a simple class of exact solutions and the corresponding metrics on T2.
In principle, the problem of solving boundary or asymptotic condition problems
for the lifted contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation can be approached by numerical
methods. However, this requires implementations of the finite element method for
equations with periodic boundary or asymptotic conditions, and we could not find
such code that is publicly available.

6.1. Riemannian metrics on the torus. Recall that a Riemannian metric G on
T2 determines and is determined by the following data:

• A complex structure J on T2 which makes the torus into an elliptic curve
E of modulus τ determined by J . In turn, this determines a presentation
Eτ = C/Λ, where Λ is a full lattice in the complex plane.

• A conformal factor ϕ ∈ C∞(T2).
More precisely, any conformal structure on an oriented two-torus determines a

complex coordinate z on the universal cover, thus presenting T2 as a quotient:

T2 = C/Λ , (98)

where Λ is a full lattice in C ≃R R2. This coordinate is determined up to trans-
formations of the form z → az + b, where a, b are complex constants with a ̸= 0.
Equivalently, Λ is determined up to translations, rotations and homotheties of R2.
A presentation (98) determines a distinguished point o ∈ T2 which corresponds to
the origin of C and its Λ-translates and hence endows T2 with an Abelian group
structure for which o is the zero element. If we require that the transformations
which preserve the complex structure fix this point, then we must set b = 0 in the
transformation rule above. Then we can always choose a such that Λ admits a
basis (as a free Abelian group) of the form e1 = 1 and e2 = τ , in which case τ ∈ C
is the modular parameter of the corresponding complex structure J on the torus.
When endowed with this complex structure, the torus becomes the elliptic curve E
of modulus τ . The freedom of choosing e2 amounts to the action of the modular
group PSL(2,Z) on τ by fractional transformations:

τ → aτ + b

cτ + d
∀A :=

[
a b
c d

]
∈ PSL(2,Z) .

A fundamental domain for this action is the well-known domain of definition of the
modular j-function.

6.2. Periodic isothermal coordinates. Let G be a Riemannian metric on T2

which belongs to the conformal class defined by J and Ĝ be its lift10 to the universal
cover C of E. The real and imaginary parts x1 = Rez and x2 = Imz of the complex

10For ease of notation, we will omit hats indicating lifts to the covering space in what follows.
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coordinate z are global isothermal coordinates for Ĝ on C = R2, which descend to
coordinates on any open subset of T2 obtained by choosing a fundamental domain,
i.e. a basis for the lattice Λ. We can also view z and (x1, x2) as bi-periodic
coordinates on T2, though the period vectors need not be “aligned” with x1 and x2.
In these coordinates, the metric G has the form:

ds2 = e2ϕ(z,z̄)|dz|2 = e2ϕ(x1,x2)(dx21 + dx22) ,

where ϕ is a Λ-periodic smooth positive function defined on C (equivalently, a
smooth positive function defined on T2). We denote by ⟨ , ⟩ the Euclidean scalar
product on C = R2:

⟨z, z′⟩ = Re(z̄z′) = x1x
′
1 + x2x

′
2 ∀ z = x1 + ix2 , z

′ = x′1 + ix′2 ∈ C .

This determines a flat Riemannian metric G0 on T2.

6.3. Positive scalar potentials on the torus. A scalar potential on T2 lifts to
a Λ-periodic smooth function V defined on C which admits a Fourier expansion:

V (z, z̄) =
∑
q∈Λ∗

Vqe
2πi⟨q,z⟩ , (99)

with

Vq
def.
=

1

(2π)2

∫
T2

V (z, z̄)e−2πi⟨q,z⟩vol0 (100)

for all q ∈ Λ∗, where

Λ∗ def.
= {q ∈ C |⟨q, λ⟩ ∈ Z ∀λ ∈ Λ} ⊂ C (101)

is the lattice dual to Λ. Here vol0 = dx1 ∧ dx2 = i
2dz ∧ dz̄ is the volume form of

the flat metric G0. Since V is square integrable on the compact manifold T2, the
expansion (99) converges in the L2 norm defined by G0. Since we assume that V is
smooth, the series is in fact convergent in the Ck-norm for all k ∈ Z≥0 ∪ {∞} and
in particular is absolutely convergent. The Parseval formula gives:∑

q∈Λ∗

|Vq|2 =
1

(2π)2

∫
T2

|V (z, z̄)|2vol0 . (102)

Since V is real, its Fourier modes must satisfy the relations:

Vq = V−q ∀q ∈ Λ∗ .

Writing
Vq = Aqe

2πiαq , with Aq
def.
= |Vq| ≥ 0 and αq ∈ R/Z ,

these relations give:

A−q = Aq and α−q = −αq ∀q ∈ Λ∗

and imply α0 = 0. The Parseval formula (102) becomes:∑
q∈Λ∗

A2
q =

1

(2π)2

∫
T2

|V (z, z̄)|2vol0 . (103)

Since V is real, equation (99) implies:

V (z, z̄) = Re
∑
q∈Λ∗

Vqe
2πi⟨q,z⟩ = A0 +

∑
q∈Λ∗\{0}

Aq cos(2π[⟨q, z⟩+ αq]) , (104)

where we used the fact that α0 = 0. The condition that V is positive amounts to:

A0 > −
∑

q∈Λ∗\{0}

Aq cos(2π[⟨q, z⟩+ αq]) .
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6.4. Lattice-adapted coordinates. Choosing a basis (e1, e2) of Λ, we write z =
θ1e1 + θ2e2 with θ1, θ2 ∈ R. Such real coordinates (θ1, θ2) on the universal cover
of E are called lattice-adapted coordinates. Notice that a translation by a lattice
vector λ = λ1e1 + λ2e2 ∈ Λ on the universal cover corresponds to θi → θi + λi,
where λi ∈ Z. In lattice-adapted coordinates, we have:

⟨q, z⟩ = q1θ
1 + q2θ

2 ∀q ∈ Λ∗ ,

where we defined:
qi

def.
= ⟨q, ei⟩ ∈ Z .

In axion cosmology, the quantity q = (q1, q2) is called the covector of charges
determined by q ∈ Λ∗ in the basis (e1, e2) of Λ. In lattice-adapted coordinates, the
Fourier expansion (104) reads:

V (z, z̄) =
∑

(q1,q2)∈Z2

Aq1,q2 cos(2π[q1θ
1 + q2θ

2 + αq1,q2 ]) , (105)

where Aq1,q2
def.
= Aq and αq1,q2

def.
= αq. The metric G has the squared line element:

ds2 = e2φ(θ1,θ2)
[
|e1|2dθ21 + |e2|2dθ22 + (e1e2 + e2e1)dθ1dθ2

]
.

If we choose e1 = 1 and e2 = τ , then the last relation becomes:

ds2 = φ(θ1, θ2)
[
dθ21 + |τ |2dθ22 + 2(Reτ)dθ1dθ2

]
.

6.5. Charge-adapted coordinates. Choosing a basis (e∗1, e
∗
2) of the dual lattice

Λ∗, we can write q = n1e
∗
1 + n2e

∗
2 with n1, n2 ∈ Z. Then:

⟨q, z⟩ = n1s
1 + n2s

2 ∀z ∈ C ,

where we defined:
si

def.
= ⟨e∗i , z⟩ = Re(e∗i z) ∈ R .

The real coordinates (s1, s2) on the universal cover are called charge-adapted coor-
dinates. A translation by a lattice vector λ ∈ Λ on the universal cover corresponds
to si → si + λi, where λi

def.
= ⟨e∗i , λ⟩ ∈ Z. The Fourier expansion (104) reads:

V (z, z̄) =
∑

(n1,n2)∈Z2

An1,n2
cos(2π[n1s

1 + n2s
2 + αn1,n2

]) . (106)

where An1,n2

def.
= An and αn1,n2

def.
= αn.

Remark 6.1. In axion cosmology it is often assumed that only a finite number of
the amplitudes Aq are nonzero. In that case, the sums above become finite.

6.6. The strong SRRT equation and its lift to the covering space. The
discussion of Section 3 shows that the strong SRRT equation for torus models can
be written as:

F (x1, x2, ϕ, ∂1ϕ, ∂2ϕ) = 0 ,

where (x1, x2) are periodic isothermal coordinates and the contact Hamiltonian F is
given in (52). This form of the equation is valid globally on T2 if we interpret x1, x2
as periodic coordinates on the torus. Equivalently, this equation can be viewed as
an equation for the Λ-periodic function ϕ̂ def.

= ϕ◦π, where π : C → T 2 = C/Λ is the
quotient projection. In that case, F is viewed as a real-valued function defined on
C×R×R2 which is periodic under translations by vectors of the lattice Λ. Boundary
and asymptotic condition problems for the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation lift
in the obvious manner to the covering space.
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6.7. A simple example. Let us fix q ∈ Λ∗ \ {0}, A > 0, A0 > A and α ∈ [0, 1)
and consider the positive single charge potential:

V (z, z̄) = A0 +A cos(2π[⟨q, z⟩+ α]) ,

whose critical points lie on the parallel lines:

L+(n)={z ∈ C | ⟨q, z⟩=−α+ n} , L−(n)={z ∈ C | ⟨q, z⟩=−α+ n+
1

2
} (n ∈ Z)

along which the potential attains its extremum values A0 + A and A0 − A respec-
tively. These lines project to two parallel closed curves C+ and C− on the torus
which have the same rational slope. In particular, the potential V on the torus
is of Bott-Morse type. Notice that V is invariant under translations of the form
z → z + t for any vector t ∈ R2 which is G0-orthogonal to q, i.e. which satisfies
⟨q, t⟩ = 0. Accordingly, the strong SRRT equation (49) is invariant under such
translations and we can seek special solutions ϕ which respect this symmetry, i.e.
which satisfy:

ϕ(z + t) = ϕ(z) ∀t ⊥0 q ,

where ⊥0 indicates orthogonality with respect to the scalar product ⟨ , ⟩. Notice
that the gradient flow lines of V are parallel to the vector q. The normalized
gradient vector n0 = grad0V

||dV ||0 of V with respect to the flat metric G0 is given on the
noncritical set of the lift of V to the covering space C of the torus by:

n0(z) = ζ(z)q̂ ∀z ∈ C \ ∪n∈Z(L+(n) ∪ L−(n)) ,

where q̂ def.
= q

||q||0 and:

ζ(z)
def.
= −sign[sin(2π[⟨q, z⟩+ α]). (107)

Let τ0(z) = in0(z) = ζ(z)q′, where q′ def.
= iq. This is the G0-normalized vector

which is G0-orthogonal to n0(z) such that (n0(z), τ0(z)) is a positively-oriented
frame. Since q′ ⊥0 q, translations which preserve V have the form t = λq′ with
λ ∈ R. Thus ∂τ0ϕ = 0 and the strong SRRT equation (49) reduces to:

H̃2
0

[
||dV ||0∂n0

ϕ+∆0V −H0

]
= 3e2ϕV

[
||dV ||0∂n0

ϕ−H0

]2
. (108)

The components of the Riemannian G0-Hessian of V in the frame (n0, τ0) are:

Vn0τ0 = Vτ0n0
= ∂n0

∂τ0V = 0 and Vτ0τ0 = ∂2τ0V = 0

(which give H̃0 = 0) and:

H0 = Hess0(V )(n0, n0) = ∂2n0
V = −(2π||q||0)2A cos(2π[⟨q, z⟩+ α]) .

Hence (108) reduces to:

||dV ||0∂n0
ϕ = −(2π||q||0)2A cos(2π[⟨q, z⟩+ α]) . (109)

Since:
||dV ||0 = |∂n0

V | = 2π||q||0A
∣∣sin(2π[⟨q, z⟩+ α])

∣∣ ,
equation (109) reads:

∂q̂ϕ(z) = 2π||q||0 cot(2π[⟨q, z⟩+ α]) . (110)

The general solution of (110) which satisfies ∂q′ϕ = 0 is:

ϕ = log |sin(2π[⟨q, z⟩+ α])|+ C , (111)

where C ∈ R is an integration constant. Notice that ϕ has logarithmic singularities
along the lines L±(n), which on the torus project to the two connected components
C+ and C− of the critical locus of V . Figure 17 shows the single charge potential
and the solution (111) for the parameter values listed in the caption.
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(a) The basis (e1, e2) of the lattice Λ.
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(c) Contour plot of the potential and
its vector of charges q (shown in red).

(d) 3D plot of the potential.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

(e) Contour plot of the solution ϕ for
C = 0. (f) 3D plot of the solution ϕ for C = 0.

Figure 17. The single charge potential and symmetry-adapted
solution (111) for the elliptic curve with τ = 1 + i for A0 = 1,
A = 1/3, q1 = 2, q2 = 3 and α = 1/3. We took e1 = (1, 0),
e2 = (1, 1) and e∗1 = (1,−1), e∗2 = (0, 1). The first two plots
show these bases of Λ and Λ∗. The remaining plots take (x1, x2)
to lie in the fundamental domain of Λ. The solution is given by
ϕ = log | sin [2π(2x1 + x2 + 1/3)] |, where we take the integration
constant C to be zero.
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7. Conclusion and further directions

We extracted the frame-free form of the strong SRRT equation of two-field cos-
mological models with oriented target space derived in [26], showing that it gives a
geometric PDE which relates the scalar field metric and potential of such models.
Using the complex parameterization of the former, we showed that, when the po-
tential and conformal class of the metric are fixed, this PDE reduces to a geometric
contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the volume form of the scalar field metric,
where the latter is viewed as a section of the positive determinant half-line bundle
L+ of the target manifold M of the model. This volume form thus plays the role of
abstract Hamilton-Jacobi action for a geometric contact mechanical system defined
on the total space of the first jet bundle of L+, which is endowed with its Cartan
contact structure.

In local isothermal coordinates defined by the complex structure J determined
by the conformal class of the scalar field metric, this geometric PDE for the vo-
lume form becomes an ordinary contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the conformal
factor. In such coordinates, the contact Hamiltonian is cubic in momenta, with co-
efficients which depend in a complicated but explicitly known manner on the scalar
potential of the model. We analyzed this equation locally using the classical method
of characteristics and studied its quasilinearization close to a non-degenerate crit-
ical point of the potential, discussing various qualitative features and asymptotics
which are revealed by this approach.

Since the equation is nonlinear, its locally-defined classical solutions generally do
not extend globally, as illustrated by the phenomenon of crossing characteristics.
However, our contact Hamilton-Jacobi operator turns out to satisfy the properness
condition of the theory of viscosity solutions, which allows us to apply that theory to
our situation. In particular, one can use the viscosity perturbation of the equation
in order to find numerical approximants of its viscosity solutions. We used this
approach to compute approximants of the viscosity solution of the Dirichlet problem
in a few simple cases of interest. Finally, we considered the case of two-field models
with toroidal scalar manifold, which arise as toy models of axion cosmology. In this
case, we found the general symmetry-adapted solution of our contact Hamilton-
Jacobi equation for potentials with a single charge vector.

The present work opens up numerous new questions and directions for further re-
search. First, one can perform a similar analysis for the weak SRRT equation derived
in [28] and [29], and we plan to do so in upcoming work. Second, one could write
specialized code to compute efficiently solutions of our contact Hamilton-Jacobi
equation for general Riemann surfaces of geometrically finite type (i.e. generally
non-compact surfaces with finitely-generated fundamental group), and in partic-
ular bi-periodic viscosity solutions which are relevant to the case of modes with
toroidal scalar manifold. Third, one could investigate the problem of existence and
uniqueness of globally-defined viscosity solutions with prescribed asymptotics of the
type described in Subsection 5.4. Such asymptotic condition problems seem to be
natural in the setting of two-field scalar cosmology. Fourth, general lore suggests
that the scale-invariant solutions of the quasilinear approximation of our contact
Hamilton-Jacobi equation, which we investigated in Subsection 5.2, should play a
distinguished role in a dynamical renormalization group approach to studying that
equation, in line with the general ideology advocated in [20]. Last but not least,
the geometric contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation derived in the present paper may
deserve detailed mathematical study.

More ambitiously and for the longer term, one could aim to use the fiducial
two-field models which satisfy the strong SRRT equation (and which can be de-
termined numerically by computing appropriate viscosity solutions of our contact
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Hamilton-Jacobi equation) in order to perform a systematic study of the class of
two-field models which allow for “strong” rapid turn inflation, as a function of the
scalar potential and of the topology of the target Riemann surface. Since the to-
pology of non-compact Riemann surfaces can be quite nontrivial, carrying out this
program requires the development of efficient software for computing viscosity solu-
tions which satisfy appropriate periodicity conditions encoded by the fundamental
polygon of such a surface. In principle, the results and methods of the present
paper allow one to construct fiducial models for any strictly-positive and smooth
scalar potential defined on a given scalar manifold M. As a first instance, it would
be interesting to do so for scalar potentials which satisfy the Morse condition and
hence have isolated critical points.

Another direction of interest involves the systematic consideration of higher order
corrections in the approximations which led to the result of [26]. This involves
setting up an appropriate expansion scheme which would extend the strong SRRT
equation by including corrections to all orders and in particular would contain (and
widely generalize) the weak SRRT condition derived in references [28] and [29].
Analyzing the resulting conditions order by order should lead to a hierarchy of
interesting geometric PDEs relating the conformal factor and scalar potential on a
Riemann surface, when using the complex parameterization discussed in the present
work.
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