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Abstract: We propose an idea to build a bridge between reheating and late-time obser-

vations in quintessential inflation by backtracking the evolution of the inflaton field from

the present time to the end of reheating. This idea is implemented when the potential

gradient is negligible compared to the Hubble friction, rendering the inflaton field frozen,

till the present time. We find a simple analytic relation between the reheating temperature

and the observational parameters for dark energy, and numerically confirm its validity for

typical models of quintessential inflation. This relation is universal and can apply to all

quintessential inflation models with any reheating mechanism. It also implies that any

quintessential inflation model with a successful reheating with the reheating temperature

1MeV ≲ Tre ≲ 1015GeV predicts the equation of state of dark energy today extremely close

to −1, i.e. −1 + 10−60 ≲ w0 ≲ −1 + 10−24, unless the inflaton field unfreezes before the

present time.
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1 Introduction

The unexpected discovery of an accelerated expansion of our universe in 1998 [1, 2] raised

one of the biggest questions to human beings as to the predominant component of the

current universe called dark energy. Cosmic observations [3] indicate that dark energy

comprises about 69% of the universe and has the equation of state very close to −1 at

the present time. Among dark energy candidates, one of the most well-known ones is

quintessence [4–8], a canonical scalar field minimally coupled to gravity which currently

has the potential energy significantly greater than the kinetic energy. Quintessence can

successfully avoid the fine tuning problem of the cosmological constant, but it suffers from

another tuning problem of its initial conditions. One way to evade this problem is to

attribute the early and late-time accelerated expansions to dynamics of the same scalar

field so that the initial conditions of quintessence are given by the inflationary attractor

which is strongly supported by observations [9]. This unified approach called quintessential

inflation [10] has drawn a lot of attention [11–19] (see also [20] for a review and references

therein).

A price to pay for the theoretical elegance of quintessential inflation is to introduce a

potential which does not possess a local minimum so that the inflaton does not oscillate to

decay into other particles and survives until today. This makes the reheating mechanisms

in quintessential inflation quite different from those in standard inflation. Typical reheating
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mechanisms in quintessential inflation include the gravitational particle production [21–26],

the instant preheating [27, 28] and the curvaton reheating [29–31].

From the cosmological point of view, the most important macroscopic parameters that

characterize the reheating period are the reheating temperature Tre and the equation of

state parameter wre during reheating.1 Gravitational wave background can in principle

be used as a direct probe to the reheating temperature [32, 33], however in practice it

turns out to be very challenging [34]. It is possible to constrain the reheating temperature

indirectly from the CMB observations [35–42], provided that wre is specified. The rigorous

determination of wre calls for the calculation of the dissipation rate of the inflaton (see

e.g. [43–45]) and in general involves numerical studies [46–50] due to great complexity

of the reheating phase. There are few exceptions such as the perturbative reheating by

a polynomial potential [51] and the reheating in the quintessential inflation [52] in which

the value of wre can be assumed a priori from physical intuitions. In particular, it was

shown in [52] that the Planck results [9] do not give a stringent constraint on the reheating

temperature in quintessential inflation.2 All in all, the reheating still remains the most

unconstrained period from observations, because of the lack of knowledge about the mi-

crophysical processes governing this period and of the shortage of measurements possibly

sensitive to it.

Now we note that quintessential inflation models should obey not only the CMB con-

straints on inflation but also late-time observational constraints on dark energy irrelevant

for standard inflation models. Since quintessential inflation models purport to cover the

cosmic phases from inflation through reheating to late-time accelerating era, then it is

natural to think that reheating parameters should be linked to the late-time observations

apart from the inflationary imprints on CMB. The main goal of the present work is to

explore this link quantitatively and provide the best information available from it. The

idea we employ is to backtrack the evolution of the inflaton field from today to the end

of reheating with the final conditions at the present time constrained by the observations

on dark energy, instead of tracking from the end of inflation forward in time with initial

conditions at early times set by hand.

By inspecting the dynamics of the inflaton field, one can understand that soon after

reheating the inflaton field almost freezes at some model-dependent value due to large

Hubble friction until the potential gradient becomes large enough to thaw it (see [57] for

a detailed discussion). The important point is that the current observations do not tell

us whether or not the inflaton field is frozen today. Namely there are to two possibilities

regarding the behavior of the inflaton field today: (i) it still remains frozen; (ii) it starts

to feel the potential gradient and roll very recently.3 When restricted to quintessential

behavior, the first case corresponds to a freezing model and the second case to a thawing

model [58]. In this work, we suppose that the inflaton field is frozen at the present time.

In fact, the observed value of the equation of state of dark energy being very close to −1

1Another macroscopic parameter related to the reheating is the number of e-foldsNre, which characterizes

how long this period lasted. As we will show explicitly (see eq. (2.9)), Nre can be fixed for a given inflationary

model if Tre or wre is known.
2For determining the reheating temperature microphysically in quintessence inflation, see [53–56].
3If the inflaton field unfreezes too early, the current value of the equation of state of dark energy would

deviate too much from −1 to be compatible with observation.
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is easily explained when the inflaton field is almost frozen today.4

With these motivations in mind we focus on the freezing case and explore the interrela-

tion between reheating and late-time observations. In particular, we find that a successful

reheating with the reheating temperature 1MeV ≲ Tre ≲ 1015GeV implies the equation of

state of dark energy today extremely close to −1, namely −1 + 10−60 ≲ w0 ≲ −1 + 10−24.

Our paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we first review the approach widely

adopted to standard inflation models to investigate the interplay between inflation and

reheating. Then we describe a novel idea of backtracking to build a bridge between reheat-

ing and late-time observations, based on which we find a simple analytic relation between

the reheating parameters and late-time observational parameters, without assuming a spe-

cific reheating mechanism. This idea is numerically implemented for typical models of

quintessential inflation in section 3, where we demonstrate the robustness of the relation

between the reheating parameters and the late-time observational parameters under the

physically viable evolution of the universe after reheating. Finally, we conclude in section

4.

Throughout this paper we use Planckian units c = ℏ = kB = 1
8πG = 1, unless otherwise

specified.

2 General consideration on reheating and cosmic observations

2.1 Reheating and inflationary predictions

We briefly review an approach widely used in literature [35–42] to constrain the reheating

period by using observational parameters predicted by inflation. Figure 1 depicts the

evolution of comoving Hubble horizon in log-log plot5, which helps us to manifest the

uncertainties inherent in the reheating period although the parameters of the inflaton

potential are completely known.

Note first in figure 1 that point Q corresponds to the matter-radiation equality and

can be fixed independently of the inflaton potential, since we know the scale factor aeq and

the Hubble parameter Heq at the matter-radiation equality from observations. Second, we

can determine the scale factor ak and the Hubble parameter Hk at horizon crossing of the

pivot scale with the comoving wave number k∗ for a given inflationary model. This further

allows us to compute the scale factor aend and the Hubble parameter Hend at the end of

inflation and so fix points P and E. However, point R corresponding to the end of reheating

can move along the radiation line, since we do know neither the slope of the reheating line,

namely the equation of state parameter of reheating wre nor the reheating temperature

Tre. Unless we specify the reheating mechanism, we can not determine Tre and wre. Once

one of these two parameters is known somehow, we can fix point R, in other words, the

scale factor are and the Hubble parameter Hre at the end of reheating, which enables us to

determine the other reheating parameters including the number of e-folds during reheating

4Quintessential inflation models can be distinguished from ΛCDM as the accuracy of CMB observations

increases, given that they predict the scalar spectral index slightly greater than that in standard inflation

models [59].
5In figure 1 we presume that the universe underwent radiation domination (RD), matter domination

(MD) and dark energy domination (ΛD) after the end of reheating. There are alternative scenarios in which

the reheating was followed by MD due to heavy particles that decay into radiation later on, see e.g. [60].
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Figure 1: Evolution of the comoving Hubble horizon in different epochs of cosmic

expansion. RD and MD respectively indicate the radiation and matter dominated

eras and ΛD the late-time dark energy dominated era. We denoted the comoving

wave number corresponding to a pivot scale by k∗ and the scale factors at the horizon

crossing of the pivot scale, the end of inflation, the end of reheating, the matter-

radiation equality and present time by ak, aend, are, aeq and a0, respectively. The

points P, E, R and Q correspond to the horizon crossing, the end of inflation, the

end of reheating and the matter-radiation equality. The gradients of the lines were

chosen from the equation of state parameter of a single component which dominates

the energy density of the universe at each era.

Nre. So we can conclude that the uncertainties related to the reheating can be included in

Tre or wre.

To be more precise, let us express Nre and Tre in terms of CMB observables, model

parameters and wre. For the detailed derivation we refer to [41]. We start from the well

known relation

0 = ln

(
k∗

akHk

)
= ln

(
aend
ak

are
aend

a0
are

k∗
a0Hk

)
= Nk +Nre + ln

(
a0
are

)
+ ln

(
k∗

a0Hk

)
. (2.1)

Here the number of e-folds Nk between the horizon crossing and the end of inflation is

given by

Nk = ln

(
aend
ak

)
≃
∫ φk

φend

dφ
V (φ)

Vφ
, (2.2)

where V (φ) is the inflaton potential and Vφ ≡ dV
dφ . The values of the inflaton field φk and

φend at the horizon crossing and the end of inflation can be expressed in terms of model

parameters and the amplitude of scalar perturbations As by inverting

Hk =
π
√
rAs√
2

= π
√
8Asϵ(φk) ≃

√
V (φk)

3
, (2.3)

ϵ(φend) = 1, (2.4)
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where r is the tensor-to-scalar ratio and we used the consistency relation r = 16ϵ(φk). The

potential slow-roll parameters ϵ and η are defined as

ϵ(φ) =
1

2

(
Vφ

V

)2

, η(φ) =
Vφφ

V
. (2.5)

Assuming the entropy conservation after the reheating, namely6

gs,rea
3
reT

3
re =

43

11
a30T

3
0 , (2.6)

with gs,re the effective number of degrees of freedom in entropy at the end of reheating and

having the radiation energy density at the end of reheating satisfying

ρre =
π2g∗,re
30

T 4
re = ρende

−3(1+wre)Nre =
4

3
Vende

−3(1+wre)Nre , (2.7)

with g∗,re the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom at Tre and Vend ≡ V (φend),

we find

ln

(
are
a0

)
=

1

3
ln

(
43

11gs,re

)
+

1

4
ln

(
π2g∗,re
30

)
+

1

4
ln

(
3T 4

0

4Vend

)
+

3Nre(1 + wre)

4
. (2.8)

Plugging eq. (2.8) back into eq. (2.1), we obtain

Nre =
4

3wre − 1

[
Nk + ln

(
k∗

a0T0

)
+

1

4
ln

(
40

π2g∗,re

)
+

1

3
ln

(
11gs,re
43

)
− 1

2
ln

(
16π2ϵ(φk)As

2V
1/2
end

)]

≡ 4

3wre − 1
N (Pi,Oi). (2.9)

Here we have introduced a quantity N (Pi,Oi) that can be determined by model param-

eters Pi appearing in the inflaton potential and observational parameters Oi such as the

amplitude of scalar perturbations and the scalar spectral index. Note that Oi represent

mostly inflationary parameters except for T0, the CMB temperature today. We can also

express the reheating temperature by using eqs. (2.7) and (2.9)

Tre =

(
40Vend

π2g∗,re

)1/4

exp

[
3(1 + wre)

1− 3wre
N (Pi,Oi)

]
. (2.10)

Eqs. (2.9) and (2.10) explicitly show that the e-folding number Nre and the reheating

temperature Tre for a given model of inflation can be determined only when the equation

of state parameter wre during reheating is specified. Conversely, if Tre is known, the other

two parameters wre and Nre can be determined for a given model of inflation.

Determining wre or Tre in general depends on reheating mechanisms, which calls for the

knowledge of microphysics that controls the dissipation of the inflaton energy into radia-

tion and often entails involved numeric calculations. However, given that the quintessential

inflation is followed by kination during which the kinetic energy of the inflaton field domi-

nates, we have wre = 1 which gives rise the reheating temperature

Tre =

(
40Vend

π2g∗,re

)1/4

exp [−3N (Pi,Oi)] . (2.11)

6Here we have assumed that the effective number of neutrino species Neff is three, given that Neff =

3.02± 0.17 [9].
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This shows that the reheating temperature can be determined by model parameters and

observational parameters regardless of reheating mechanisms. But, as it was demonstrated

in [52], eq. (2.11) could not provide a stringent constraint on Tre due to the lack of precision

of observational constraints on cosmological parameters, e.g. the scalar spectral index.

The bottom line is that either the equation of state parameter wre or the reheating

temperature Tre still remains a free parameter so that the reheating becomes the dark period

in the inflationary cosmology until we completely understand the reheating mechanisms.

2.2 Reheating and late-time observations

From its very definition, any quintessence inflationary model should also be in good agree-

ment with observations related to the late-time accelerated expansion of the universe, which

are irrelevant for standard inflation. More precisely, the energy density ρφ0 and equation

of state parameter of the inflaton field at present time t0 are constrained by

ρφ0 = 3ΩΛH
2
0 , (2.12)

φ̇2(t0)
2 − V (φ0)

φ̇2(t0)
2 + V (φ0)

= w0, (2.13)

with φ0 ≡ φ(t0) and the current values of the density parameter and the equation of state

for dark energy respectively given by ΩΛ = 0.685± 0.007 and w0 = −1.028± 0.032 [3]. In

what follows we demonstrate how these constraints can help us to build a bridge between

reheating and late-time observations.

Figure 2 sketches the evolution of energy densities of inflaton, radiation and matter,

denoted by ρφ, ρr and ρm, ever since the inflation was over. During the reheating, the

energy density of the inflaton field more rapidly decreases than that of radiation and the

reheating terminates when these energy densities become equal. After the reheating, the

inflaton field and radiation are decoupled from each other and stream freely. While the

radiation energy density scales as a−3 to the present time, the inflaton energy density scales

as a−6 in the kinetic energy dominated phase after which it remains nearly constant and

finally catches up the radiation-matter energy density to drive the late-time accelerated

expansion.

The evolution of the universe after reheating was systematically investigated in the

literature, see e.g. [59], by tracking the dynamics of the inflaton field forward in time with

the initial conditions at early times set by hand.

However, we can in principle go backward in time to determine the energy densities of

the inflaton field and radiation at any moment after reheating by using the final conditions

at the present time determined by observations, since we know the energy densities of dark

energy, matter and radiation today from observations. Apart from the final conditions set

by observational parameters, more importantly, this will allow us to determine the scale

factor are at the end of reheating without knowledge of reheating mechanisms by solving

ρre = ρφ(are) = ρr(are) = ρr0

(
are
a0

)−4

, (2.14)

where ρr0 ≡ ρr(a0). Once are is determined, we can compute ρre from eq. (2.14), which

means that point Q in figure 1 is fixed, or equivalently the equation of state parameter wre
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ln ρ

ln aaend are aeq a0

ρφ0

ρr0

ρre

ρφ ∝ a−6

ρr ∝ a−4

ρm ∝ a−3

ρφ ∝ a0

Figure 2: A schematic plot of the energy densities of the inflaton field, radiation and

matter after the end of inflation, respectively denoted by ρφ, ρr and ρm. The evolution

of the matter energy density before the matter-radiation equality is not relevant for

our purpose, so it is not shown to avoid making the plot busy. We used the same

notations for scale factors as in figure 1. Gradients of the lines were exaggerated for

illustrative purpose. One should take the evolution of ρφ and ρr during reheating with

a grain of salt, since they could be altered by the interaction between the inflaton field

and radiation.

during reheating is determined. Explicitly, we have

wre =
1

3
log are

aend

ρend
ρre

− 1. (2.15)

Knowing are greatly simplifies the process to compute the reheating temperature and the

number of e-folds during reheating. Indeed, the reheating temperature directly follows

from eq. (2.6) that

Tre =

(
43

11gs,re

)1/3 a0
are

T0, (2.16)

and the number of e-folds during reheating is

Nre = ln

(
areHk

k∗

)
−Nk. (2.17)

In order to find are we should address how to express the inflaton energy density as a

function of the scale factor. It can be done by solving the following simultaneous equations

d

dN

[
H(N)φ′(N)

]
+ 3H(N)φ′(N) +

Vφ[φ(N)]

H(N)
= 0, (2.18)

H(N) =

√
ρφ(N) + ρr(N) + ρm(N)

3
, (2.19)
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ρφ(N) =
H2(N)φ′2(N)

2
+ V [φ(N)], (2.20)

ρr(N) = ρr0 e
−4N , (2.21)

ρm(N) = ρm0 e
−3N . (2.22)

Here we used a prime to indicate the derivative with respect to the number of e-folds

N ≡ ln a
a0
. The energy densities of radiation and matter at present are

ρr0 = 3H2
0Ωr, (2.23)

ρm0 = 3H2
0Ωm, (2.24)

where Ωr and Ωm denote the density parameters today for radiation and matter, respec-

tively. We rewrite eqs. (2.12) and (2.13) in terms of the number of e-folds

ρφ0 = 3H2
0ΩΛ, (2.25)

H2
0φ

′2(0)
2 − V (φ0)

H2
0φ

′2(0)
2 + V (φ0)

= w0, (2.26)

which reduce to the final conditions

V (φ0) =
3ΩΛH

2
0 (1− w0)

2
, (2.27)

φ′(0) =
√
3ΩΛ(1 + w0). (2.28)

It now seems that we are all set for solving eqs. (2.18)–(2.22). However, in practice, the

value of the inflaton field today φ0 can not be uniquely determined, since eq. (2.27) admits

a large range of φ0 when the observational uncertainties are taken into account, due to

the asymptotic behavior of potentials. Hence, φ0 will be taken as a free parameter for our

analysis, though there are model-dependent constraints on it.

After reheating, the kinetic energy of the inflaton field dominates over its potential

energy so that the potential gradient term in eq. (2.18) becomes negligible compared to

the Hubble friction term. Accordingly, the inflaton field slows down and gets frozen. When

the inflaton field starts to feel the potential gradient, it unfreezes and finally moves with

a constant velocity ever since the last two terms in eq. (2.18) become equal. The point

is that the moment when the inflaton field unfreezes is not known a priori: it can come

earlier or later than the present time depending on φ0. Namely, there are two cases: (i)

the inflaton field remains frozen until today; (ii) the inflaton field unfreezes and rolls at the

present time. We focus here on the first case for at least the following two reasons:

• The cosmic observations [3] indicate that the equation of state of dark energy today

is almost equal to −1, which can be better explained when the inflaton field remains

almost frozen today.

• Given above, one may ask whether the equation of state of dark energy can be

arbitrarily close to −1 or there exists any bound on it.
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Below we will show that the consistency with reheating imposes very tight bounds on

the equation of state of dark energy today.

In the case when the inflaton field freezes until today, one can neglect the gradient of

the potential all the way to the present time.7 Then we can simplify the equation (2.18)

by dropping the last term,

d

dN

[
H(N)φ′(N)

]
+ 3H(N)φ′(N) ≃ 0. (2.29)

With the final condition (2.28), we can solve eq. (2.29) to obtain

H(N)φ′(N) = H0

√
3(1 + w0)ΩΛ e−3N , (2.30)

which can be used in eq. (2.20) to yield the inflaton energy density at the end of reheating

ρφ(are) =
3(1 + w0)ΩΛ

2
H2

0a
−6
re . (2.31)

Here we used that the kinetic energy of the inflaton field dominates the potential energy

at the end of reheating. After the substitution of eq. (2.31) into eq. (2.14), we find

are =

√
ΩΛ

Ωr

(
1 + w0

1− w0

)
. (2.32)

It then follows from eq. (2.16) that the reheating temperature is

Tre =

(
43

11gs,re

)1/3
√

Ωr

ΩΛ

(
1− w0

1 + w0

)
T0. (2.33)

Eq. (2.33) shows that the reheating temperature in quintessential inflation models can

be determined merely from late-time observational parameters, namely ΩΛ, Ωr, w0 and T0.

Conversely, if we know the reheating temperature somehow, by inverting eq. (2.33) we can

determine the equation of state parameter of the inflaton field today, i.e.

1 + w0 ≃
(

43

11gs,re

)2/3 2Ωr

ΩΛ

(
T0

Tre

)2

, (2.34)

where we have used 1 − w0 ≃ 2. For instance, the BBN constraint on the reheating

temperature Tre ≳ 1MeV [63] gives the universal upper bound

w0 ≲ −1 + 10−24 (2.35)

for ΩΛ = 0.685, Ωr = 9.0 × 10−5 and gs,re = 106.75 [3]. This quantitatively tells us that

quintessential inflation models with successful reheating could be indistinguishable from

the cosmological constant unless the inflaton field unfreezes before the present time. The

lower bound of w0 can be estimated as

w0 ≳ −1 + 10−60, (2.36)

7Very much similar behavior appears in the early universe, which is dubbed the ultra slow-roll inflation

[61, 62].
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by using that Tre ≲ 1015GeV. The extremely closeness of w0 to −1 has its root in a large

temperature hierarchy between the end of reheating and the present time. One may obtain

a more stringent lower bound of w0 by using wre ≤ 1, but in a model-dependent way due

to wre being a model-dependent quantity (see eq. (2.15)).

Another interesting implication of eq. (2.33) is that it can provide a link between

inflationary predictions and late-time observational parameters. Indeed, combining eqs.

(2.11) and (2.33), one can find

N (Pi,Oi)−
1

12
ln

(
40Vend

π2g∗,reT 4
0

)
− 1

9

(
11gs,re
43

)
=

1

6
ln

[
ΩΛ

Ωr

(
1 + w0

1− w0

)]
. (2.37)

It is manifest that the left-hand side of eq. (2.37) contains the inflationary predictions

such as the scalar spectral index and the tensor-to-scalar ratio, while the right-hand side

includes only late-time observational parameters.

We emphasize that eq. (2.33) has been derived without assuming a specific reheat-

ing mechanism and inflation model, so it is the universal relation that can apply to any

quintessential inflation model, provided that the inflaton field remains frozen today. This

universality will be numerically checked for various models in section 3.

3 Examples

In this section we consider several quintessential inflation models widely studied in the

literature [24, 28, 57, 59, 64–68] to demonstrate the existence of physically viable regime

in which the gradient of the inflaton potential could be neglected until today ever since

the reheating was over. We also confirm numerically the analytic relation (2.33) between

the reheating temperature and the late-time observational parameters. For all models to

be discussed in this section, we will choose the current value of the inflaton field in such

a way that the potential gradient is negligible compared to the Hubble friction and the

elongation of the inflaton field obeys the constraint |φ0 − φend| ≲ 43 [57].

3.1 α-attractor model with linear potential

The simplest potential of α-attractor quintessential inflation models is the linear potential

[59] which in terms of the canonically normalized field φ is written as

V (φ) = γ
√
6α

[
tanh

(
φ√
6α

)
+ 1

]
+ Λ, (3.1)

where γ and α are model parameters and Λ the cosmological constant observationally

constrained by Λ =
3H2

0ΩΛ(1−w0)
2 . It has two nearly flat plateaus at φ ≫

√
6α and φ ≪

−
√
6α corresponding to inflation and the late-time accelerated expansion.

3.1.1 Inflationary predictions

Let us first derive the predictions of the model on inflationary parameters. The typical

scale of the potential (3.1) during inflation is V (φ) ∼ 2γ
√
6α. Then the upper bound of

the tensor-to-scalar ratio r < 0.032 [69] and the Hubble parameter at the horizon crossing

(2.3) confine model parameters by

2γ
√
6α ≲ 10−9. (3.2)
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Neglecting the cosmological constant in the potential (3.1) during inflation and using it in

eqs. (2.3) and (2.4), we get

φk =

√
3α

2
ln

−1 +
√

1 + 16π2As

γ
√
6α3

2

, (3.3)

φend =

√
3α

2
ln

(√
1

3α
− 1

)
, (3.4)

which gives the number of e-folds during inflation

Nk ≃

√
3π2

√
6αAs

2γ
. (3.5)

Note from eq. (3.4) that a graceful exit from inflation is possible only for α < 1/3. The

scalar spectral index is

ns = 1− 6ϵ(φk) + 2η(φk) ≃ 1−

√
8γ

3π2
√
6αAs

. (3.6)

Using eq. (3.6), we can express γ as

γ =
3

4

√
3

2
As(1− ns)

2π2√α. (3.7)

Then the CMB constraint on the scalar spectral index 0.9607 < ns < 0.9691 [9] at 1σ

confidence level puts a stringent constraint on γ for a given α

1.8× 10−11√α < γ < 2.94× 10−11√α. (3.8)

3.1.2 Inflaton dynamics after reheating

Now we turn our attention to the late-time dynamics of the inflaton field. It is not difficult

to see from eq. (3.1) that the potential is dominated by the cosmological constant when

φ < φΛ ≡
√
6α tanh−1

(
Λ√
6αγ

− 1

)
. (3.9)

Also, the gradient of potential (3.1) today is negligible for

φ0 < −
√
6α cosh−1

√ γ

3H2
0

√
3ΩΛ(1 + w0)

 . (3.10)

We choose the current value of the inflaton field φ0 such that the final condition (2.27)

together with the constraints (3.9) and (3.10) are satisfied. With the potential (3.1) and the

various final conditions on φ0 and φ′(0), we numerically solve the simultaneous equations

(2.18)–(2.22). The model parameters are set to α = 0.002 and γ = 8.5×10−13. The results

are shown in figures 3 and 4. These figures exhibit important features of the model.
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Figure 3: Dynamics of the universe after reheating in the α-attractor quintessential

inflation models with the linear potential (3.1). We set the model parameters to

α = 0.002 and γ = 8.5×10−13 and used the cosmological parameters today ΩΛ = 0.685,

w0 = −1 + 10−24, Ωr = 9.0 × 10−5 and H0 = 5.9 × 10−61. The reheating period

was indicated by the shaded region where one should not trust the numeric results,

since the dynamics of the inflaton field and radiation could be affected by particle

production mechanisms. (a) The evolution of effective equation of state parameter

of the universe. (b) The evolution of the equation of state parameter of the inflaton

field. (c) The evolution of the energy densities of inflaton field and radiation. (d) The

evolution of the inflaton field for various final conditions.

• As shown in figures 3a, 3b, 4a and 4b, the model can describe correctly the evolution

of the universe after reheating when the equation of state parameter of the inflaton

field is extremely close to −1 at the present time.8 The reason is the following. The

greater the deviation of w0 from −1, the greater the current value of the velocity

of the inflaton field. This implies that the moment after which the potential energy

dominates the inflaton energy density is too close to the present time so that the model

predicts too short period of RD leading to the incorrect evolution of the universe,

unless w0 is very close to −1.

• The evolution of the universe after reheating is less sensitive to the current value of

the inflaton field. Though the value of the inflaton field at given moment depends on

8In the context of Chevallier-Polarski-Linder (CPL) parameterization [70, 71] wφ(z) = w0 +waz/(1+ z)

with 1 + z ≡ e−N valid for −1 ≲ N ≲ 0, figures 3b and 4b indicate wa ≃ 0 so that the model under

consideration would be indistinguishable from the cosmological constant.
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Figure 4: The same as figure 3, but with w0 = −1 + 10−28.

the final condition (see figures 3d and 4d), the equation of state parameters of the

universe and the inflaton field are not affected as can be seen from figures 3a, 3b, 4a

and 4b. This is partly due to fact that at the present time the velocity of the inflaton

field does not depend on the value of the inflaton field but w0 (see eq. (2.28)) and

partly because of the negligible potential gradient.

• The end of reheating at which the energy densities of the inflaton field and radiation

become equal, is sensitive to the equation of state parameter w0 of dark energy today.

Figures 3c and 4c show that the reheating ends earlier for w0 closer to −1.

By using numerical solutions to eqs. (2.18)–(2.22) for a given model parameters, we

can determine the scale factor are at the end of reheating at which we have ρφ(are) = ρr(are)

(cf. figures 3c and 4c). In particular we obtain for the model parameters α = 0.002 and

γ = 8.5× 10−13

are = 6.2× 10−11 for w0 = −1 + 10−24, (3.11)

are = 6.2× 10−13 for w0 = −1 + 10−28. (3.12)

Also, by using eqs. (3.11) and (3.12) in eqs. (2.16), we get the reheating temperature9

Tre = 1.3MeV for w0 = −1 + 10−24, (3.13)

9Note here that the reheating temperature is written in the natural units c = ℏ = 1 for easy comparison

to the BBN constraint.
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Tre = 0.13GeV for w0 = −1 + 10−28. (3.14)

One can easily check that the numerical results (3.11)–(3.14) are in good agreement

with the analytic relations (2.32) and (2.33).

3.2 α-attractor model with exponential potential

Let us consider a quintessential α-attractor inflation model with the exponential potential

[57, 59]

V (φ) = M2e
γ
[
tanh

(
φ√
6α

)
−1

]
+ V0, (3.15)

where M , γ, α and V0 are free parameters. Two specific subclasses of this model are

Exp-model I and Exp-model II [59] for which we choose V0 = 0 and V0 = −M2e−2γ ,

respectively. In Exp-model II, the equation of state parameter of the inflaton field today

w0 ≃ 0.5(1 + w∞) = −1 + 1
9α [72], which implies α > 27.8 to agree with the observation

w0 = −1.028± 0.032. However, such a large value of α results in the tensor-to-scalar ratio

r = 12α
N2

k
∼ 0.07 which lies the outside of the region r < 0.032 allowed by observations [69].

So we here focus on Exp-model I which has the potential

V (φ) = M2e
γ
[
tanh

(
φ√
6α

)
−1

]
. (3.16)

As in the case of linear potential, it drives the inflation for φ ≫
√
6α and the late-time

accelerated expansion for φ ≪ −
√
6α.

3.2.1 Inflationary predictions

We can approximate the potential (3.16) during inflation as

V (φ) = M2 exp

(
−2γe

−
√

2
3α

φ
)
, (3.17)

from which we read that M determines the inflation energy scale so that it obeys

M2 ≲ 10−10. (3.18)

Here we used r < 0.032 with eq. (2.3). Using eqs. (2.3) and (2.4) with the potential (3.17),

we can write φk and φend in terms of model parameters

φk ≃
√

3α

2
ln

(
4πγ

√
2As

M
√
α

)
, (3.19)

φend ≃
√

3α

2
ln

(
2γ√
3α

)
. (3.20)

Accordingly, the number of e-folds during inflation is given by

Nk ≃ 3π
√
2αAs

M
. (3.21)

We substitute eqs. (3.19) and (3.20) into eq. (2.5) to obtain the scalar-spectral index as

ns = 1− 6ϵ(φk) + 2η(φk) ≃ 1−
M2 + 4πM

√
2As
α

12π2As
. (3.22)

This implies that parameters α and M are no longer independent but constrained by the

Planck result 0.9607 < ns < 0.9691 [9] at 1σ confidence level.
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3.2.2 Inflaton dynamics after reheating

As we mentioned earlier, the potential (3.16) asymptotically approaches a constant value

for φ ≪ −
√
6α, so we technically can not fix uniquely the value of the inflaton field today

from eq. (2.27). Instead, it imposes a constraint on the model parameters such that

M2e−2γ =
3H2

0ΩΛ(1− w0)

2
. (3.23)

The requirement of negligible gradient of the potential at the present time reads

|3H0φ
′(0)| >

∣∣∣∣Vφ(φ0)

H0

∣∣∣∣, (3.24)

which upon substitution of eq. (3.16) with eqs. (2.27) and (2.28) boils down to

φ0 < −
√
6α cosh−1

(√
(1− w0)γΩΛ

3
√

8(1 + w0)αΩΛ

)
. (3.25)

We choose the model parameters as α = 1
3 , M = 5.6 × 10−6, γ = 126.2 and numerically

solve the equations (2.18)–(2.22) with various values of φ0 obeying the constraint (3.25).

The results are shown in figures 5 and 6. We recognize that these figures display the same

features as figures 3 and 4. This is not surprising as we have chosen the final conditions

in such a way that the gradient of potential is negligible today, which further makes the

effect of potential on the dynamics of the inflaton negligible all the way from the end of

reheating to the present time.

In the same way as the linear model, we can determine the scale factor at the end of

reheating and the reheating temperature by using the numerical result. The w0 dependent

predictions on the reheating parameters for the exponential model (3.16) with α = 1
3 ,

M = 5.6 × 10−6 and γ = 126.2 are summarized in Table 1, which again are in good

agreement with the analytic relations (2.32) and (2.33).

Table 1: w0-dependent predictions on reheating parameters in the quintessential α-

attractor model with the potential (3.16).

w0 are Tre (GeV)

−1 + 10−24 6.2× 10−11 0.0013

−1 + 10−28 6.2× 10−13 0.13

3.3 α-attractor model with exponential two-shoulder potential

The exponential two-shoulder potential proposed in [73] reads

V (φ) = M2e−2γ
(
e
γ tanh φ√

6α − 1
)2

. (3.26)

Here M is a parameter which controls the inflationary energy scale, while γ is responsible

for large hierarchy in energy scales between inflation and late-time accelerated expansion

and therefore normally taken to be very large, e.g. γ ∼ 126. The inflationary predictions

on ns and r are most sensitive to parameter α. Inflation can be realized for φ ≫
√
6α and

the late-time accelerated expansion for φ ≪ −
√
6α as in the previously considered models.
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Figure 5: Dynamics of the universe after reheating in the α-attractor quintessential

inflation models with the exponential potential (3.16). We set the model parameters to

α = 1
3 , M = 5.6× 10−6, γ = 126.2 and used the cosmological parameters today ΩΛ =

0.685, w0 = −1+ 10−24, Ωr = 9.0× 10−5 and H0 = 5.9× 10−61. The reheating period

was indicated by the shaded region where one should not trust the numeric results,

since the dynamics of the inflaton field and radiation could be affected by particle

production mechanisms. (a) The evolution of effective equation of state parameter

of the universe. (b) The evolution of the equation of state parameter of the inflaton

field. (c) The evolution of the energy densities of inflaton field and radiation. (d) The

evolution of the inflaton field for various final conditions.

As pointed out in [59], the potential gradient is strongly suppressed compared to the

Hubble friction due to the exponential prefactor for φ ≪ −
√
6α. Indeed, the potential

(3.26) can be approximated for large negative φ as

V (φ) ≃ M2e−2γ

(
1− 4γe−γe

√
2
3α

φ
)
, (3.27)

which has the gradient

Vφ = −
√

32

3α
γM2e−3γe

√
2
3α

φ ≃ −
√

32

3α
γe−γe

√
2
3α

φ
V (φ). (3.28)

One can evaluate the gradient of the potential at the present time from eq. (3.28) by

substituting eq. (2.27)

Vφ(φ0) = −
√

24

α
γΩΛH

2
0 (1− w0)e

−γe

√
2
3α

φ0
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Figure 6: The same as figure 5, but with w0 = −1 + 10−28.

≃ −H2
0φ

′(0)

√
32ΩΛ

α(1 + w0)
γe−γe

√
2
3α

φ0 . (3.29)

In the second line we used the final condition (2.28). We see from eq. (3.29) that the

potential gradient is negligible compared to the Hubble friction at the present time for

γ ∼ 126, φ0 ≪ −
√
6α and w0 constrained by (2.35) and (2.36).

Inflationary predictions of this potential can be calculated numerically. We choose

α = 1/3, M = 5.6 × 10−6 and γ = 126.23 so as to yield ns = 0.968, r = 10−3 and

V (φ0) ≃ M2e−2γ = 3ΩΛH
2
0 .

Now we numerically solve equations (2.18)–(2.22) for different final conditions on φ0

and φ′(0) obeying (2.27) and (2.28). The results are plotted in figures 9 and 10. These

figures basically display the same behavior as those in the previous models. The values of

inflaton field today are relatively small compared to the previously considered α-attractors

due to the exponential suppression of the potential gradient. One can check that numeri-

cally determined reheating parameters are in good agreement with analytic results.

3.4 Lorentzian quintessential inflation

Our next example is the Lorentzian quintessential inflation model [16, 55, 74, 75] which

has the potential

V (φ) = λ exp

[
2ξ

π
arctan(sinh(γφ))

]
, (3.30)

where λ, ξ and γ are model parameters.

– 17 –



3.4.1 Inflationary predictions

We first write the value of the inflaton field at the horizon crossing in terms of model

parameters and the amplitude of the scalar perturbations by using eq. (2.3)

φk = γ−1 cosh−1

(
4γξ

√
3Ase−ξ

λ

)
. (3.31)

The value of the inflaton field at the end of inflation follows from eq. (2.4)

φend = γ−1 cosh−1

(√
2γξ

π

)
. (3.32)

Plugging eqs. (3.31) and (3.32) into eq. (2.2), we obtain the number of e-folds during

infation as

Nk ≃ 2π

γ

√
3Ase−ξ

λ
. (3.33)

The scalar spectral index can be expressed as

ns ≃ 1− γ

π

√
λeξ

3As
. (3.34)

We see from eq. (3.34) that the Planck result 0.9607 < ns < 0.9691 [9] at 1σ confidence

level gives the constraint

5.94× 10−11 < λγ2eξ < 9.6× 10−11. (3.35)

3.4.2 Inflaton dynamics after reheating

Similarly to the exponential potential (3.16), the asymptotic behavior of the potential

(3.26) for γφ ≪ −1 together with the final condition (2.27) imposes a constraint on model

parameters

λe−ξ =
3H2

0ΩΛ(1− w0)

2
. (3.36)

Notice that the potential gradient given by

Vφ =
2γξ sech(γφ)

π
V (φ) (3.37)

is exponentially suppressed compared to the potential for large negative value of γφ. Using

final conditions (2.27) and (2.28) we see that the potential gradient today is negligible

compared to the Hubble friction for

φ0 ≪ −γ−1 cosh−1

[
2γξ

√
ΩΛ

π
√
3(1 + w0)

]
. (3.38)

Now we take the model parameters as λ = 5.64 × 10−68, ξ = 121.8 and γ = 120

and numerically solve the equations (2.18)–(2.22) under the final conditions (2.27) and

(2.28). Several values of inflaton field today are chosen to obey the constraint (3.38).

We depict the results in figures 7 and 8. These figures also have the same behaviors as

considered previously and show that the Lorentzian quintessential inflation model can result

in a physically viable evolution of the universe after reheating in the regime of negligible

gradient of the potential.

We numerically confirm that the predictions on the scale factor at the end of reheating

and the reheating temperature are same as α-attractor models discussed before.
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Figure 7: Dynamics of the universe after reheating in the quintessential Lorentzian

inflation model (3.30). We set the model parameters to λ = 5.64 × 10−68, ξ = 121.8,

γ = 120 and used the cosmological parameters today ΩΛ = 0.685, w0 = −1 + 10−24,

Ωr = 9.0 × 10−5 and H0 = 5.9 × 10−61. The reheating period was indicated by the

shaded region where one should not trust the numeric results, since the dynamics of

the inflaton field and radiation could be affected by particle production mechanisms.

(a) The evolution of effective equation of state parameter of the universe. (b) The

evolution of the equation of state parameter of the inflaton field. (c) The evolution of

the energy densities of inflaton field and radiation. (d) The evolution of the inflaton

field for various final conditions.

4 Concluding remarks

In this work we proposed a new approach to build a bridge between reheating and late-

time observations in quintessential inflation. The idea is to backtrack the evolution of

the inflaton field from today to the end of reheating, given the final conditions set by

the observed values of the density parameter and the equation of state of dark energy

at the present time (see eqs. (2.27) and (2.28)). We point out that this is in contrast

to the conventional approach widely employed in the literature, which tracks the inflaton

dynamics from early times forward in time with the initial conditions set by hand rather

than determined from observational data.

The important point to note for implementing our backtracking method is that the

current value of the inflaton field can not be uniquely determined due to not only the

observational uncertainties but also the asymptotic behavior of the quintessential potential.

Hence we took the current value of the inflaton field as a free parameter within the range
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Figure 8: The same as figure 7, but with w0 = −1 + 10−28.

allowed by observations. Given that the potential gradient depends on the value of the

inflaton field, there are two possibilities for the dynamics of the inflaton field to give

rise a viable evolution of the universe after the reheating: (i) the potential gradient is

negligible compared to the Hubble friction and therefore the inflaton field remains almost

frozen today; (ii) the potential gradient becomes comparable to the Hubble friction and

the inflaton field starts to roll very recently. In this work we assumed that the former is

the case, and investigated its implications in relation with reheating.

In particular, we derived the simple analytic relation (2.33) between the reheating

temperature and the late-time observational parameters for dark energy. This relation is

universal in the sense that it can apply to an arbitrary quintessential inflation model with

any reheating mechanism. For typical models of quintessential inflation, we numerically

confirmed the validity of the analytic relation (2.33) and demonstrated that a physically

viable evolution of the universe after reheating can be realized when the potential gradient

is negligible until today. Several implications of eq. (2.33) are placed in order:

• The observations on dark energy today may be used in principle as a probe to the

reheating temperature without knowledge of reheating mechanisms and potential

parameters in quintessential inflation models.

• The current value of the equation of state of dark energy in any quintessential inflation

model with a successful reheating is extremely close but not equal to −1 (cf. eq.

(2.34)). Concretely, we found −1 + 10−60 ≲ w0 ≲ −1 + 10−24 for 1MeV ≲ Tre ≲
1015GeV (see (2.35) and (2.36)).
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Figure 9: Dynamics of the universe after reheating in the exponential two-shoulder

model (3.26). We set the model parameters to α = 1
3 , M = 5.6×10−6, γ = 126.23 and

used the cosmological parameters today ΩΛ = 0.685, w0 = −1+10−24, Ωr = 9.0×10−5

and H0 = 5.9×10−61. The reheating period was indicated by the shaded region where

one should not trust the numeric results, since the dynamics of the inflaton field and

radiation could be affected by particle production mechanisms. (a) The evolution of

effective equation of state parameter of the universe. (b) The evolution of the equation

of state parameter of the inflaton field. (c) The evolution of the energy densities of

inflaton field and radiation. (d) The evolution of the inflaton field for various final

conditions.

• The equation of state parameter during reheating can be related to the late-time

observational parameters for a given model (see eq. (2.15)). Once wre = 1 is assumed,

one can further link the inflationary parameters ns and r to late-time observational

parameters w0 and ΩΛ, as shown in eq. (2.37).

It would be interesting to apply our backtracking method to the case in which the

inflaton field unfreezes before the present time. In this case we expect that the relation

between reheating and late-time observational parameters would be model dependent and

complicated, as the moment when the inflaton field starts to unfreeze depends on the

potential. Another interesting direction would be to extend the investigation to warm

quintessential inflation [76–78], where the dissipation of inflaton plays an important role in

the dynamics. We leave these issues for the future work.
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Figure 10: The same as figure 9, but with w0 = −1 + 10−28.
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