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1 Abstract

We propose a modification on the super-potential of (arXiv: 1901.09046) which discusses the simplest
construction of inflationary « attractor models (also called T/E models) in supergravity without the
sinflaton. This can make all the components of the first derivative vanish at the minimum point after
the specific choice for the modified part. We also extend T /E models into the multi-field versions,
motivated by considering the effect of multi orthogonal nilpotent super-fields, whose sgoldstino,
sinflatons and inflatinos are very heavy such that we can take the orthogonal nilpotent constraints
to obtain physical limits. Finally, we study the inflation dynamics in the double field cases of both T
and E models and show their turning rates and the square mass of the entropic perturbation, which
can be used for further observational verification.

2 Introduction

Slow-roll parameters Range(s) Spectral indices Range(s)
€v < 0.004 ns — 1 [—0.0423, —0.0327]
P~ [~0.021, —0.008] T, [-0.008,0.012]
£y [—0.0045, 0.0096] ng [—0.003,0.023]
Hi < 2.5 % 107° My, Vae < (1.7 x 10" GeV)"

Table 1: Slow roll potential parameters and spectral indices in Planck 2018

Supergravity (SUGRA) has been one of the most promising frameworks to illustrate cosmological
inflation because it can be used for deriving Starobinsky model [I], which can satisfy the recent
Planck observations shortlisted in Table [I| [2]. Non-linearly realized supersymmetry (SUSY), like
Volkov-Akulov (VA) SUSY [3], carries much weight in model construction with phenomenological de
Sitter (dS) vacua. Global VA SUSY is based on a nilpotent super-field condition in [4], while other
constrained super-fields are well-studied in [5]. It was later discovered that these constrained prop-
erties can be extended to local SUSY [6, [7], and they are advantageous to dS spacetime construction
[8, 9 10] and inflation model construction [I1} 12, [13]. [I4} 15, 16] discuss the SUGRA construc-
tion of orthogonal nilpotent super-fields and show that these constraints are the results of having a
finite limit when the mass scales of the super-fields involved are very large, while [17] discusses the
application of orthogonal nilpotent super-fields. Furthermore, [22, 23, 24] 25] show that a nilpotent
property in SUGRA can be embedded in a D3 brane in superstring theory to give another origin of
the production of uplifting in KKLT model [21].

[16], [17] show that both sgoldstino and sinflaton can be expressed by the bilinear spinor forms of a
goldstino when super-fields S : {SR +4Sr, PO, FS} and ® : {qu +ipr, PLO?, F¢} are subject to
constraints

S2=0, SB=0, (1)
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where B = % (<I> — 5) and the auxiliary field F¥ is not vanishing, as

Q5P.08

SlZSR‘i‘szw,

FS 40, (2)

and ¢; is given by [16], 19
7 Qs O° S Qs 0°
D B LI i IO ) A p, 2
o= 4{(ﬁ>” PL(W) FS (“ps)” Vs

S o5 o QS
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where c.c. means complex conjugate. The origin of S? = 0 and SB = 0 comes from the fact that
mass scales of S and ¢; are very heavy [16] such that S and ¢; do not vary during the inflation
evolution. To realize this, we consider the correction on the Kahler potential as [16]

(3)

== (59) ~ L (S +75) (2~ B)" + 1e,F (@~ )", (4)
pl

where ¢, co € Rand ¢; € C, S := Sg+iS; and ¢ := ¢ + i¢; are the lowest scalar components of
the super-fields S and ®, andﬂ these super-fields have not yet been subject to the constraintﬂ S?2=0
and SB = 0. Thus, the total Kahler potential K and total super-potential W of T model can be
considered as

K = KT model T AKa W = WOeS7 (5)

where K7 model 1S given by Eq.E|. The square mass matrixﬂ of the I’ term potential evaluated at
S = 0and Z = 0 is diagonal with the following elements in the ordered basis {Re (Z) ,Im (Z) ,Re (S),Im (5)}

2f 1 2la)|Fs|* 2e|Fs”  2co|Fs|' 2¢1|Fs)? 270
£'(0) { e IFsl' 2l 2 Bl 2el Pl o e 2000
3
(6)

3C¥M§17 M;)ll 902 |WO|2 R1e" R1s% |I/V0|2 3o

1 [ 8c|Fs|®  4|Fs|' 2 2 1 | 8c|Fs|° 2 )
+ —2|Fs|" = 4|Wol” p, —= + 2| Fs|” —4|Wo|” .

Mél{ Wol* [Wol? Mg | (Wol*

Apart from this, the total Kéhler potential K and total super-potential W of E model can be
considered as
K = Kgmoda + AK, W = Wye”. (7)

where Kg model 1S given by Eq.. The square mass matrix of the F' term potential at S = 0 and
T =1 is diagonal with the following elements in the ordered basis {Re (T") ,Im (7") ,Re (S),Im (5)}

4r'(0) 1 32| |Fs|'  8er|Fs® | 8ca|Fs|'  8ci|Fs|®
B3aMy’ MY | 9a2 Wl 3o 3a [Wol? 3o

pl
1 8c]F5|6+4]FS|4 2P — 4| 1 8c|FS\6+2|F|2 4 W2
- S| = 0 ) Fya S| = 0 :
My | Wol' (W[ My | Wl

+4|Fg|> -4 |W0|2} ,
(8)

Tn this paper, the lowest scalar component of super-field ® is ® = Z = Zp +iZ; = Re (Z) + ilm (Z) for T model
and ® =T =T +iTr = Re(T) +iIm (T') for E model.

2In this subsection, we do not treat the lowest scalar components of S and @ as fermion bilinear forms.

3 In order not to distract readers from reading and understanding, for T and E models from orthogonal constrained
super-fields, please refer to Appendix @

4The square mass of each field is given by (MQ)IK =GV ViV =G (3J6‘K — FgK(?L) Vg, where Gy is the
metric of the field space.



given that h(0) = h'(0) = 0. Hence, one can see that when ¢, ¢, ¢ — 00, the masses of
Im (7),Re (S),Im (5) for T model, and that of Im (7"),Re (S),Im (S) for E model are very large
such that they are stabilized at their corresponding minimum points. [I6] shows the derivation of
orthogonal nilpotent constraints S? = 0 and SB = 0 by sending the masses of the sgoldstino, inflatino
and sinflaton to infinity, which physically means that the stabilization of the sgoldstino, inflatino and
sinflaton leads to orthogonal nilpotent constraints. Since they are much larger than the Hubble scale
as ¢, ¢1, 3 — 00, we can assume they are stabilized throughout the inflation process and Zg (Tg)
governs the inflation dynamics in T model (E model). [19] gives the simple construction of T and E
models and verifies the predictions by the observation data of the n, — r graph.

2.1 The problem

The F' term potential of T model evaluated at the minimum point is

/(0)
e ©

Vil =A+

where A = M2 UFS|2 -3 \Woﬂ is a cosmological constant [19]. Since the first derivatives of T
model evaluated at the minimum point are

M2{0,0,2 (MZA + [Wol* + £ (0)) , 0}, (10)

in the ordered basis {Re (Z),Im (Z),Re (S),Im (S)}. Since S has not been taken as a bilinear spinor
form, as a scalar, S should be stabilized at the minimum point. To satisfy V|, = A, f(0) is taken
as zero, which implies A = — [Wp|* / Mgl < 0 as a contradiction to the assumption that the spacetime
is dS during inflation. In fact, this situation also appears in E model. The F term potential of E
model evaluated at the minimum point is

1 (0)

Vel =A+ ,
0 Mgl

(11)

and its first derivative evaluated at the minimum point are
M2 {=H(0),0,2 (MAA + |Wo|* + h (0)) ,0} . (12)

in the ordered basis {Re (7T"),Im (7'),Re (S),Im (S)}, where h(0) = h'(0) = 0. Thus, the same
situation for A still comes out. Hence, we propose a modified solution to solve this problem.

The organization of this paper is the following. In section [2.2] we propose a solution to solve the non-
vanishing problem of the first derivative by adding a constant term in the super-potential. This also
enables us to tune the value of the constant so as to obtain the de-Sitter space-time at the minimum
point, which is phenomenologically essential for the end of inflation. In section [3] we extend the
modified construction to find the multi-field versions of T /E models by considering there are n multi
orthogonal super-fields instead of one, while the number of nilpotent super-fields remains one since it
is associated with a goldstino in 4 dimensional A' =1 SUGRA. In section [, we study the properties
of the minimum point in multi-field versions. In section [5] and [6] we show the double field inflation
dynamics of both T and E models and evaluate the scales of turn rate (per Hubble parameter) and
square mass of the entropic perturbation (or called iso-curvature mode). We discuss our results in
section [7] and finally conclude in section [§]

2.2 A solution to non-vanishing first derivative of Vp

The Kéahler potentials are Eq. for T model and Eq. for E model, while the super-potential
of both T and E models is given by’

1
W =Wye® — (5 + g) Wo. (13)

5For details of derivation, please refer to Appendix



In this case, the F' term potential of T model at S = Z; = 0 becomes

|Fs|? —3|Wo + k> f(Z3) Wol* | f(Z3)
VT model — + =9 (2 — 36) + ’
05 " T

(14)

This modification can allow a small cosmological constant A with arbitrary scales of |Wy|* (and
\FSIQ). We find that the (analytical) minimum of T model is (Zg, Z1, Sg, Sr) = (0,0,0,0) and that
of E model is (Tx, Ty, Sr, S1) = (1,0,0, O)H The cosmological constant and |Fg|* are given by

LLO(L[/0+I{;><[/[/0+SI€)
A= — — =0(2—-30
Wo Mgl ( )

Wy|?

(15)
- 2
[Fsl* =2 (k + Wo) Wo = 5 (2 - 35) [Wo .

All components of the first derivatives evaluated at the minimum point become zero. The mass
matrix evaluated at the minimum point becomes diagonal and the diagonal elements are

2/'(0)  2f(0)  4(2—38)[Wol"
3aMy’  3aMy, 81a? My,

[¢1/(4 = 60) + ci (4 — 60) + 6ac r(30 — 2)

(16)
8 Wo|? 64 W2
+3a(9ad + 120 — 696 + 4er)], —(2— 3(5>2| 04| Be(2—35)+3], (2 — 35)3| 04| .
M M4

27 27

where ¢; = ¢1g + tcy7. It is trivial to find that the third and fourth diagonal values are positive if
c>0and 0 <6 < % The second diagonal value is equal to

Al <2_35>{2&1 (289 +20,(2-30) +2(2~39) (esn - Sa) + 20 (35+2>}, (1)

8la2M} 2 2

which is also positive. f'(0) > 0 so as to obtain the dS spacetime. Apart from this, the F' term
potential of E model at S = T; = 0 becomes

|Fs|? — 3 |Wo + kI N h(l—Tg) Wl N h(l—Tg)
Mgl M§1 Mgl M§1

All components of the first derivatives become zero and the mass matrix evaluated at the minimum

point becomes diagonal, whose diagonal elements are

4R"(0)  4(2 — 38) |[Wy)?

—5(2 - 30)

VE model — ( 18)

{c11(64 — 960) + ¢} (64 — 966) + 24aci (36 — 2) + 3a [3v(30 + 4)

3aMy’ 81a? My,
(19)
8 2 [Wol? 64 5 [Wol”
+8¢5(2 — 36)]}, 27(2 36) 78 [8¢(2 — 36) + 3], 270(2 36) 7

where ¢; = ¢1g + icy7. It is trivial to find that the third and fourth diagonal values are positive if
c>0and 0 <6< % The second diagonal value is equal to

4|Wy|?

3 \? 2702
I A1 Y, T 2 . _ B 3
SPRTH (2 35){32(;11(2 38) + 24acy (2 — 30) + 32 (2 — 36) (clR 8a> + = (36 +2) %,

(20)
which is also positive. h” (0) > 0 so as to obtain the dS spacetime. Next, we are going to investigate
the multi orthogonal constrained fields of the above modified models.

6One can expand the F' term potential in terms of general field coordinates and obtain the derivatives to confirm
whether there are other optimum field coordinates. The fine tuned optimum value can appear if we finely tune the
parameters inside. However, since ¢, ¢; and ¢y are finite, large and underdetermined, even if we can find a set of
parameters given ¢, ¢; and co, those parameters will no longer provide the same minimum point when either ¢, ¢; or ¢y
is changed. Thus, for phenomenological discussion, we consider the minimum point of T model is (Zg, Z;, Sgr, S1) =
(0,0,0,0) while (Tg,Ts,Sgr,Sr) = (1,0,0,0) for E model so that no matter how large we take ¢, ¢; and cq, the
minimum point is unchanged.



3 Constructions of potential by multi orthogonal constrained
fields

We construct the potential of multi-inflaton multiplets where their sinflatons can be expressed by the
fermions of the super-fields. Given that S: {Sg + Sy, PLQ5, F*} and ®; : {¢ir + igur, PLOQ, F'}
by

S?=0, SB,=0, (21)

where B; = 2% (<I>l - 31) Vi e {1,---,n}, on solving by the same technique, we have

QSpPOS

SI:SR+ZS[: QFS y

FS 40, (22)

and ¢;; are given by

i | (S Qs S s Lo 08
i = Z{(ﬁ) VP (ﬁ) = (Duﬁ) Yy PLﬁ

_2 “F|S’2 (Dyﬁ> (VP + ~*n"?) Py (Dpﬁ> — C.C.} D,dir-

where c.c. means complex conjugate.

(23)

3.1 The origin of the constrained super-fields in the multi-field case
3.1.1 T model

Similar to the above, we are going to realize the physical origin of S? = 0 and SB; = 0 in the
multi-field case. We consider the correction on the Kéhler potential as

AK _ 1 — _ _ 1 <& _
= ¢ (SS)2 -1 Z (CHS —i—c_uS) ((I>l — @1)2 + 1552021 (@z - q)l)27 (24)
pl =1 =1

where ¢,coy € R, ¢;; € CV 1 € {1,---,n} and &, = Z; for T model and ®; = T} for E model. The
total Kéahler potential K and total super-potential W of T model become

1
K= KT model T AK7 W = WOGS - (5 + g) WO> (25)
and the square mass matrix of the F' term potential evaluated at S = 0 and Z; = 0 is diagonal with
the following elements in the ordered basis {Zg, Zi1, Sr, Ss}, after the substitution of the first of

Eq.(76) and the second of Eq.(15)

2 A (2T, 2.7) 2 df (ZZ1, - ZuZa) | A2 = 308) Wy {24 69)

3oy M} d (27 . " 3 My d(2,2)) 8laj My, "

+ciip(4 = 68) + 6cycnr(30 — 2) + 3oy (9cyd + 120y — 66236 + 4eay) (26)
é |W0|2 % |W0|2

(2 — 36)” [8¢(2 — 30) + 3], c(2—36)°.

27 M} 27 M}

. df (g1,
where ¢y, = ¢y + icy; and f(ytl,yl Yn)

> 0. Hence, one can see that ¢ is responsible for the mass
0

scale of S, while VI € {1,---,n}, ¢y, &1, o are responsible for that of Z;;. If ¢, ¢y, coy — 00, the mass
scales of Z;7, Sg, St evaluated at the minimum point will be very large, so that we can assume that
they are fixed and we can take the constraints of S and B; = % (<I>l - 51) to obtain a finite limit as
mentioned in [16].



3.1.2 E model
For E model, we can consider the same correction as Eq.. The total Kahler potential K and the
total super-potential W are given by

K = Kg model + AK, W = Wye® — (5 + 3> Wo. (27)

The mass matrix of the F' term potential evaluated at S = 0 and 7; = 1 is diagonal with the following
elements in the ordered basis {T}g, Tir, Sr, S} after the substitution of the first of Eq. and the

second of Eq.

4 d2h’<y17"'7yn) ( )|W0
T i - 2 1%2 M3 {32¢1,(36 — 2) + 32¢}2(30 — 2) + 240y cyr(2 — 30)
8 [Wol* 64 [Wo|”
=30y (90y0 + 120y — 24c96 + 16¢9) } 77 |M%|1 (2 —36)*[8c(2 — 35) + 3], 77 |M%|1 c(2 — 39)°.

(28)

where c¢;; = cyg + tcy;. Hence, one can see that ¢ is responsible for the mass scale of S, while
Vi € {1,---,n}, cy, 1, cq are responsible for that of Tj;. If ¢, ¢y, ¢ — 00, the mass scales of
Tir, Sr, St evaluated at the minimum point will be very large, so that we can assume that they are
fixed and we can take the constraints of S and B; = 2% (CIDZ — 51) to obtain a finite limit as mentioned
n [16].

3.2 A construction of multi-field T model

The F' term potential of T model with Kahler potential K and super-potential W is given by

—\ 2
K mode 1 - 3 Z—Z 2 rad
Ko A5 Sl 2L, L5 wewe - (51 g)w
Mpl 2 =1 (1 _ZZZZ) |FS| +f(ZIZhaZnZn) 3
(29)
where f (le, e ZnZ_n) is a real function with f (0,---,0) = 0, becomes
f(Z127aZ2)
VT model — A + = (30)
M3
where A = § (2 — 30) 5} WP When we tak
pl
P (2T 2.7 =S e (57 = S md (47 (1)
=1 =1

in terms of canonical fields ¢;, where Re(Z;) = tanh(
multi-field T' model

7, F)’ and take Z;; = 0, it gives the

ol
VT model = A + M2 tanh?™ [ ———— ). 32
s =+ g3 ik (e 2

"We have tried to take f(Z1Z1, -+, ZnZyn) = 1190 (Zi21) = ATl (ZZZ)MZ, where A is a real constant
characterizing the potential energy scale. But, it cannot be restored to the single field case Eq. after substituting

Re (7)) = tanh (

¢ . o . . . _
T \Z/W and taking the minimum coordinates ¢; = 0 for all [ > 1.



3.3 A construction of multi-field E model
The F' term potential of E model with Kahler potential K and the super-potential W is given by

KE mode - T Wl
E_dl:__z (2= l)+ 1L 55, w=we- (54 1) m,
T \Es|"+h(Tv+ T, T+ T,,)

(33)
whereh(1—%,---,1—%) is a real function with £ (0,---,0) = 0, VA (0,---,0) = 0 and
W =0Vs,t € {1,---,n} with s # ¢, evaluated at Ty; = --- = T,,; = Sg = S; = 0, becomes

s 't 0

h(l_TlRy"'al_TnR)

VE model — A + (34)
M

where A = § (2 — 36) ‘KZ%' Particularly, when we take
pl

J— — n =\ 2ng n 2n
T+ T T+ Ty T+T, A
h(l— 1;‘ 17_..71_ ; ):Zm?(l_ l; l) :Zmlz(l—e 3alMp1) 7 (35)
=1

=1

_ /2
and in terms of canonical fields ¢;, where Re(T}) = e V** ™o and take T;; = 0, it gives the multi-field

E model )
i [z \ M
Vi model = A+ M2 Y " m; (1 — e V3 Mm) : (36)
=1

Next, we are going to study their properties at their corresponding minimum point(s).

4 Properties of minimum point(s)

4.1 T model
Since the derivatives of the T" model potential Eq. are

2n, )
dVT modet _ 2miny | 2 tanh™ <Mp1\l/@>
3 3

o M e ()
2 2 tanh?™ < i )
AV model _ Amyny {—QW +cosh( ol >] prGO‘
= 1
dqb? BO[lMpl 30&[ Mpl Sinh2 ( 3al (Z)Il)l) (38)

dQVT model _ dQVT model
dodo; do;de;

the field coordinates of the minimum are (¢y,---,¢,) = (0,---,0) (the origin). The elements of
Hessian matrix evaluated at the minimum point are

:Ou VZ,jE{l,,n},’l#j,

2
AV mode g if n =1
T model __ 3alMSl (39)

o 0, it > 1,

Since the kinetic terms are canonical, the elements of mass matrix evaluated at the minimum point
are equal to that of Hessian matrix evaluated at the minimum point. The SUSY breaking scales

evaluated at the vacuum are
K _
M, = e (KA%D, WD W) | =0, (40)
0
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MZ (155 T Fs* +f (12| Za) | Fsf® 2 Wol?
Mi = M (KSSDSWDSW) M D - — 2 (235 0L
0 M§1 0 Mp21 3 M§1
(41)
where the last equality holds when we consider Eq.7 while the gravitino mass evaluated at the
minimum is )
w WP Wo+ kP (2 Wl
¥277 T M3 3 M2 (42)

resulting in ) )", M%l + M3 — 3M§/2 = Mp—12 {|FS|2 —3|Wy + k;|2} = VT model|g- Obviously, SUSY

of Z, is unbroken while that of S is broken with the scale |Fs|"/? at the minimum. This result is

independent of the number of constrained super-fields because the function f (]Zl|2 R |Zn|2) is
taken as a polynomial of Zy,---, Z,, and it vanishes at the minimum point.
4.2 E model

Since the derivatives of the F model potential Eq. are
2n;—1
Womoca _ 2mim VR (V) (43)

2n;—2

d? dm2n, — [2 o _ [z s _ e\ 2

VE r;lodel — l i e Sag Myl 1 onge 3aq My 1—e¢ 3o My, ,
do; 3alMp1

d2 VE model _ d2 VE model
dpido; dp;do;

the field coordinates of the minimum are (¢1,---,¢,) = (0,---,0) (the origin). The elements of
Hessian matrix evaluated at the minimum point are

(44)

:Ou VZ,jE{l,,n},Z%j,

—34’}\}24, it =1
= ¢ "l (45)
o |0, if 0> 1,

d*Vi model
do?

Since the kinetic terms are canonical, the elements of mass matrix evaluated at the minimum point
are equal to that of Hessian matrix evaluated at the minimum point. The SUSY breaking scales
evaluated at the vacuum are
K _
M = ™ (KTlﬂDTlWDTlW> ~0, (46)
0

T S — Fs’+h(1—-T,---,1-T,)| |Fs|*> 2 [Wol
ME = e (KSSDSWD5W> _1Es — | = =5 (2-30) :
5 0 M2 . Mioo3 M2
(47)
where the equality holds when we consider Eq.(35]), while the gravitino mass evaluated at the mini-
mum is )
K 2 2 2
ellid |Wo + K| 2 |Wo
My =™ i | = —=(z-9 5 (48)
M5 . M5 3 M

resulting in y )", Mﬁ—i—Mé—i’)]\/[g‘/Q = Mpf {|FS’2 —3|Wo + k|2} = V& model|y- Obviously, SUSY of T,

is unbroken while that of S is broken with the scale |Fs|"/? at the minimum. This result is independent
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of the number of constrained super-fields because the function A ( — TILTT I M) is taken
as a polynomial of 1 — Tl%ﬂ, I T”+T" and it vanishes at the minimum point. Given that we
know their potential forms and propertles at minimum, it is time to study the field evolutions to
see how they describe inflation. Before that, let us recall the essential equations of motion for the

subsequent evolution analysis.

5 The basic setup of multi constrained fields

5.1 T model

The bosonic part of Lagrangian of multi-field T model is

LT model M;?l 5 3oy
= R — M, E —QGMZlR(?MZlR—
) 2 ’ =1 (1 - Zl2R)

M? 1 <
= R-3 ZZ 010"y —

2n

Z (Zi)™

M2 m? tanh?™ (—(bl ) ,
pl lzl ! Mpl\/60él

where A = ]\41;12 [|F5|2 —3|Wy + k|2} and the second equality holds after the substitution of canon-
ically normalized fields. We expand the fields to the first order around its classical background
values

G (a") = i (t) + S () . (50)

The norm of the velocity vector is given by the background components of the fields

(51)

where the norm ¢ is defined to be positive. The background components of fields depend on the
cosmic time ¢ only (or the number of e-foldings N defined as dN = Hdt) and we can have the
Laplacian as

; ' &>y dgw
Oow = — (du + 3Hdn) = —H? 3— 52
Pup b+ 3H o {dNQ (3—e€n) 7 AN (52)
where ey = — 2 is the first order Hubble slow-roll parameter, and the equations of motion (E.O.M.)s
of the background components ¢, areﬁ
o ()
- . 8 miny M 1v6ay
o+ 3Hop + l3 BT
3 Mg sinh ( i%)
3oy My,
) (54)
— 2 [d2¢l” + (3 — )d%} 8 mim tanh®® (Mpllbﬁal> —0
dN? dN 3y Mp1 sinh ( 3&%> )
(67 pl
8For numerical simulation, the E.O.M.s become
d’¢, 9 1 dgbl o 1 p\dV



5.2 E model

The bosonic part of Lagrangian of multi-field E model is

LE model 9 3oy 2"
= — M 8 T rO*Tin — | A+ M2 1 — !
= E 4TZQR 1ROV 1R + My, E mz

2ny
A+M122ml( 320él¢l> ]’

After the decomposition of the fields into classical background values and perturbations, the norm
of the velocity vector is the same as Eq., and the E.O.M.s becomes

; : 2 o1 o\ 2t
ow + 3SH oy, + le i Boq M, ( 51 M;)
l

3qy
2 2 et 2n;—1
= H? [%4”(3—611) dgblb} mlnl\/ Vo (1—6 3o Mél) =0.

Next, we are going to evaluate the double field inflation dynamics of T and E models respectively.

(55)
= MIIR E 0,,¢;0"

(56)

6 Numerical calculations

In this section, we take double field models as examples to show the trajectory, the scale of turn rate
and the square mass of the entropic perturbation. Since the inflation dynamics is irrelevant to |VV0|2
in these cases, we do not give a numerical number to it.

6.1 T model
A/M;)ll (05} (6] ml/Mgl mg/Mgl ny (%) (,blini/Mpl
0 2 2 1.1x107° | 1 x107° 1 1 6
Poini/ Mp1 | &' 1ini/ Mp1 | @91/ M1 Nena Nstop Biso cos A
4.8 1.5x 1073 [ 1.5 x 1073 | 50.8923 | 51.6790 | 7.11473 x 107% | 0.120559

Table 2: Parameters and initial conditions for a double field T model. N.,q is the number of e-
foldings when ey = 1, while Ny, is the number of e-foldings that we stop for numerical calculation.
Biso and cos A are defined in Eq. and Eq.(141]) respectively. Since the cosmological constant A
is small (A &~ 107"*°M), we can phenomenologically take A = 0.

The possible parameter set of T model satisfying the e-folding constraint 50 < Ngpng — Npe < 60 is
listed in Table 2] From Figure [I} starting from a slope, the trajectory rolls down a nearly straight
line to a valley along ¢; direction, turns significantly to move along the valley and then reaches the
minimum point for oscillation. This significant turning is shown as a bump in the log;, (o) — N
graph in Figure [2[ at about 42 e-foldings since the speed of field evolution ¢’ drops at that point.

Apart from this, the square mass of the entropic perturbation (us/H )2, which is given by Eq.,
is shown in Figure 2 One can see that before 42 e-foldings, (us/H)” remains small and negative.
Since 2 is related to the field curvature of the potential in the direction orthogonal to the trajectory,
light and negative values mean that the field curvature orthogonal to the trajectory is light and
negative so that the trajectory is rolling. At 42 e-foldings, (us/H )2 surges since the trajectory turns
to a valley, which means the field curvature becomes relatively large and positive. And finally, the
trajectory runs to the minimum point for oscillation.
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Figure 1: Left: The trajectory and the potential of T model. Right: Hubble parameter evolution of
T model. The parameters are listed in Table [2]

|0Pdo(a)
1

0.100
0.010
0.001
107
1070 s a5 4N
0 10 20 30 40 50 10 20 30 40 50
Figure 2: Left: 2 times Turn rate per Hubble a = 24 of T model. Right: Square mass of the entropic
perturbation (%)2 of T model. The parameters are listed in Table

N

6.2 E model
A/Mél (651 Q9 ml/Mgl mg/Mgl nq N9 ¢lini/Mpl
0 2 2 1.1x107° |1 x107° 1 1 5.8
®2ini / Mpl ¢I11ni/ M, pl ¢/2ini/ M, pl Nend N, stop Biso cos A
4.7 2x 107 | 2x 1073 | 54.7826 | 56.9525 | 2.96101 x 10737 | 0.168902

Table 3: Parameters and initial conditions for a double field E model. N,q is the number of e-foldings
when ey = 1, while Ny, is the number of e-foldings that we stop for numerical calculation. i, and
cos A are defined in Eq. and Eq. respectively. Since the cosmological constant A is small
(A =~ 107"°M)), we can phenomenologically take A = 0.

The possible parameter set of E model satisfying the e-folding constraint 50 < Ng,q — Npe < 60 is
listed in Table [3] From Figure 3 starting from a slope, the trajectory rolls down a nearly straight
line to a valley along ¢ direction, turns significantly to move along the valley and then reaches the
minimum point for oscillation. This significant turning is shown as a bump in the log,, (o) — N
graph in Figure [4] at about 48 e-foldings since the the speed of field evolution ¢’ drops at that point.

Apart from this, the square mass of the entropic perturbation (us/H )2, which is given by Eq.,
is shown in Figure 4l One can see that before 48 e-foldings, (u,/H)> remains small and negative.
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Figure 3: Left: The trajectory and the potential of E model. Right: Hubble parameter evolution of
E model. The parameters are listed in Table

log1o(a) (us/H)?

15}
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10—5.
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Figure 4: Left: 2 times turn rate per Hubble o = 2% of E model (in log scale). Right: Square mass

of the entropic perturbation (%)2 of E model. The parameters are listed in Table

Since p? is related to the field curvature of the potential in the direction orthogonal to the trajectory,
light and negative values mean that the field curvature orthogonal to the trajectory is light and
negative so that the trajectory is rolling. At 42 e-foldings, (us/H )2 surges since the trajectory turns
to a valley, which means the field curvature becomes relatively large and positive. And finally, the
trajectory runs to the minimum point for oscillation.

7 Discussion

7.1 Similarity of T/E models and path dependence on initial conditions

We take two fields for the investigation to show the patterns of turning. Since the shapes of T" and
E models are very similar in the range of inflation (about 0 < ¢ < 6M,) as we can see in Figure
[l and the corresponding kinetic terms are canonical, the physics of scalar fields in both models will
be similar. In addition, the shape of the trajectory depends on the initial conditions. For instance,
one may set the starting point with coordinates ¢; < ¢o. In that case, the trajectory slides along
negative ¢, direction first and turns to the valley along ¢ direction instead to reach the minimum
point.

7.2 An advantage of considering orthogonal nilpotent super-fields

In fact, these T" and F models can be obtained by other motivations such as [I8] and [20]. The
difference between the approaches in [I8] and [19] is that in the approach like [I§], one needs to

12
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Figure 5: The 1D potentials of T and E models (normalized by m?). (T model (blue):

2 _¢

2p
m? tanh? ( o ), E model (yellow): m? (1 —e ‘°’°‘Mpl) . In this figure, a =2, p=1. )

Mpl\/ 6c

assume the mass scale of the associated part of the scalar field responsible for inflation is sufficiently
heavy such that it is stabilized throughout the inflation process, while the approach of [19] provides a
physical meaning to the sinflaton that its mass scale is very large. This gives a more physical reason
for us to ignore the associated part of the scalar field, which makes us easier to construct potentials
with more physical meanings.

7.3 Comments on the modified super-potential Eq.(73)

There are some comments pointing out that the S components (real and imaginary parts) of the
first derivatives evaluated at the minimum need not be zero because it is sufficient to consider the
approximately zero of the first derivatives and S can be written as a bilinear spinor form. Here our
logic is the following. Since the origin of the orthogonal nilpotent constraints comes from the finite
limits in the Lagrangian when the masses of sgoldstino, sinflaton and inflatino are very large, S and
Im (®) should be normally considered as scalar fields instead of the bilinear spinor forms before the
E.O.M. calculation of super-fields. Since they are scalar fields, they should also be stabilized at the
minimum. The minimum point of T model is (Zg, Z;, Sg, Sr) = (0,0,0,0) while that of E model is
(Tr, T, Sr,Sr) = (1,0,0,0) and similar for multi-field versions. Thus, we consider whether there are
some modifications to make the S components of the first derivatives vanish, thereby showing the
results above.

8 Conclusions

To conclude, our modification on the construction of T/E models can make all the components of
the first derivative exactly zero at the minimum point. The modified part can be arbitrarily taken
to obtain a physical cosmological constant. We also extend the modified T/E models into the multi-
field versions by considering multi orthogonal nilpotent super-fields, whose sgoldstino, sinflatons and
inflatinos are very heavy such that orthogonal nilpotent constraints are taken for the sake of obtaining
physical limits. Finally, we study the double inflation dynamics of both T and E models respectively,
and show their turning patterns, turning rate scales (about O (0.1)), the square mass of the entropic
perturbation with scales O (1) and relative transfer function cos A with values 0.12 and 0.169 for T
and E models respectively. These models can be further verified by updated observation data, and
by considering other induced cosmological phenomena like the possibility of production of primordial
black hole due to the trajectory turning [32, 33| [34] 35], which can be one of the directions of future
work.
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A A review: Single orthogonal constrained field

A.1 A construction of T model
Basically, S and @® satisfying the nilpotent and orthogonality condition as
S2=0, SB=0, (57)
where B = 2% (<I> — 6). The Kahler function G is given by
’2

2
Q‘W(" —_S55+S+S+n |W°6 : (58)
|Fs|” + f(Z22) M,

92_13—0‘2(2_7)2+

2(1- 22)

or equivalently, the Kahler potential and super-potential areﬂ

—\2 2
K 1-27 Wi =
_2:_3_aln ( ) —2 + 2| Ol =59, WZWO@S’ (60)
Ma— 2 -2 (1-77)| B+ f(22)
The F' term potential is
VF = M;)Lleg (gaﬁgagg - 3) - M1;2 UFS‘2 -3 |W0‘2 + f (Zz)] : (61)
When we tak f (ZZ) = m2 (ZZ)", in terms of a canonical field ¢, where Re (Z) = tanh (Mp;b\/@> ,
we have | ‘2 | |2 9
FS -3 Wg m 2 ( ¢ )
Vi = —+ tanh " —— 5 62
d M? M Myv/6a (02

leading to the 7" model potential given in [2]. In particular, the simple 7" model described in [19] can
be obtained by taking n = 1.

A.2 A construction of E model
We impose the constraints

$’=0, S(T-T)=0, = (T-T) =0, (63)
on the super-fields of the F model. The Kéahler function G is

1 3« =2
Gg=—7———=((T-T) +
2(T+T)2( )

Wol? — — Wal?
Wy 55 +S5+S+n | “6’ : (64)
Bl +h (1 - L) M

9Note that under the constraints, we obtain

30 [ (1-22)° ]:_3a

ey (z-2)
(1- 22) (1 —72) 2

(1-27)

5 . (59)

90ne may check that f (0) = 0.
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or equivalently, the Kahler potential and super-potential arelﬂ

(T+T)°
ATT

K 3a

Wol?
|Fs|> 4+ h (1 - #)

MZ 2

SS, W = Wye”. (66)

This T parametrized Kéhler potential can be obtained by taking the following Cayley transformation

Z+1 T-1
= Z = —

Z+1 T+1 (67)
from the Z parametrized Kahler potential and vice versa without using the super-field constraints
Eq. and Eq. since

— 2 —\ 2
3 1—-27 3 T+T
=y ( ) _ oy | EET) (68)
2 (1 _ Zz) <1 _ 72> 2 47T
The F' term potential is
v |Fs|> =3[Wo|*> 1 h(l T+T> (69)
F= - |
Mgl Mgl 2
/2 o
or terms of a canonical field ¢, where Re (T') = e Y ** o1
|Fs|? —3[Wo|> 1 JE
Vi = h{1l-— so Mpl 70
F Mp21 + Msl € ) ( )
By taking™
=\ 2N
T+T T+T
h(1—L>: 2(1— ; ) : (71)

we obtain the F model potential given in [2]

Vr

=\ 2n 2n
B8P ot () THTNTBE-SP mt ) VER)T (o)
M My, 2 Mg, M |

In particular, the simple F model described in [19] can be obtained by taking n = 1.

B A derivation of the modified constant

We keep the original Kahler potential and modify the super-potential by adding a constant k € C
[26] as
W = Wye® + k. (73)

In this case, the F' term potential of T model at S = Z; = 0 becomes

|Fs|? — 3 |[Wy + k| L f(Z3)

VT model = (74)
2 2
M3 M3
HNote that under the constraints, we obtain
—. 2 —_ 2
3a, [(T+T) 3a (T-T
_ B L) o sa =1 (65)
2 47T 2 \T+T

120ne may check that h (0) = A’ (0) = 0.
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and its first derivative evaluated at the minimum point becomes

M %{0,0,2[|Fs|* — 2|Wo|* — 2Re (Wok) + f(0)], —4Im (Wok)}. (75)
We can see that
Im (Wok) =0,
|Fs)” = 3|Wo + k> = M2A, (76)

|Fs|* — 2|Ws|* — 2Re (Wok) = 0.
On solving, we obtain

Wo (Wo + k) (Wo + 3k)
Wo M2 ’ (77)
|Fs[” =2 (k + W) W,

A= —

I Wy < k < —%WO, we can attain the dS spacetime, and accordingly, all the first derivatives
can be zero provided that |Fs|> = 2 (k + W) Wy. For example, when we take k = —2Wp, we obtain

A = 1P and |Fs|” = §|W0|2. Hence, this can be applicable when A, |[W|* and |Fg|® have the

3 M2

pl
same scale. Interestingly, when we take k sufficiently close to —%Wo, say, k = — ((5 + %) Wy with
sufficiently small 6 > 0, we obtain A = ¢ (2 — 30) ol and |Fs|” = 2(2-30) |W,|>. The smallness

M;l
of § can be responsible for that of A, and allow arbitrary scales for [Wy|*> and |Fg|*. This implies
when 0 is sufficiently small, it can allow |W,|* and |Fs|” much larger than A, while § can have a scale
O (0.1) with § < 2 when [Wo|* and |Fg|* are compatible with A. Thus, without loss of generality, we
take k = —(0 + %)Wo with § > 0 for discussion. We can also solve the problem in E model by this
trick. The F' term potential of E model at S = T; = 0 becomes

|Fs|”> — 3|W, + k| b (1—Tg)

VE model — ) (78)
M;, M
and its first derivative evaluated at the minimum point becomes
M2 {0,0,2 [|[Fs|* — 2 |Wo|* — 2Re (Wok) + h(0)] , —4Im (Wok) } . (79)

By repeating the same procedures above, we can obtain the same result. Next, we extend these two
models into multi-field cases.

C A formalism of Double Field Inflation

In this section, we follow the derivation in [29] and [30]. For a recent application, please refer to [31].
The action in Jordan frame is

SJordan - /d4$\/—_§ |:f <¢I> R - %(J’N,IJguyﬁugblﬁung - f/ <¢I> . (80)

where f (gbl ) is the non-minimal coupling function and V (¢I ) is the potential for the scalar fields
in Jordan frame. To change the action in Jordan frame into the counterpart in Einstein frame, we
define a spacetime metric in Einstein frame g, (z) as

Guv (l’) =0’ (:E) guu (l‘) ) (81)

13This trivially satisfies Im (Wok) =0.
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where the conformal factor Q2 (z) is given by
2
0 (z) = 2t (¢' (2)) . (82)
pl

Then, the action in Jordan frame becomes that in Einstein frame, which is given by

SEinstein = /d4ﬂf\/ |: ol R — _gIngw ,u(b VV¢J ((bI) : (83)
The potential in Einstein frame becomes

V(e My o
94( ) 4]62 (¢I)V<¢) (84)

The coefficients Gr; of the non-canonical kinetic terms in Einstein frame depend on the non-minimal
coupling function f (gbl ) and its derivatives. They are given by

Vi(e') =

M2
K\ _ K
Gry (") = 57 (¢L) {gu (0") + f(gbL)fIfJ] ; (85)
where f; = 8%. Varying the action in Einstein frame with respect to g,, (z), we have Einstein
equations
1 1
R;w - §guuR = M_ngwj’ (86)
where .
T;uz = gIJau¢IaV¢J - g/u/ |:§gKLa’y¢Kafy¢L + V (¢K>:| . (87)
Varying Eq. with respect to ¢!, we obtain the equation of motion for ¢’
O¢' + ¢TI 10,07 0,0" — G5V =0, (88)

where O¢' = ¢g¢!,, and T} is the Christoffel symbol for the field space manifold in terms of G;;
and its derivatives. We expand each scalar field to the first order around its classical background
value,

¢ (a) = o' (t) + 09" (a"), (89)
and perturb a spatially flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric,
ds® = g datde” = — (1 + 2A) dt* + 2a (9;B) da'dt + a* [(1 — 2¢) 85 + 20,0, E] dz*da?, (90)

where a (t) is the scale factor. To the zeroth order, the 00 and ij components of Einstein equations
become

I 1 I
H? = 3721 {§QIJS01S0J +V (901)} ) (91)
P
. 1
H=———G1,¢"¢’, (92)
oM,

where H = % is the Hubble parameter, and the field field space metric is calculated at the zeroth

order, Gry = G1; (goK). In terms of the number of e—folding N = Ina with dN = Hdt, the above
Einstein equation becomes

1 1o V (90])
2 . _Jh__
3Mpl - §g1J90 Y = 02 (93)
4Tn some literatures like [30], N. = Nyt — N (t) is used and the corresponding differential equation becomes

dN, = —Hdt. But, in this paper, we keep using dN = Hdt.
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H 1

- I/ J/
7= QMI?]QIJSO v,

(94)

where the prime / means the derivative with respect to N. For any vector in the field space A!, we

define a covariant derivative with respect to the field-space metric as usual by
DA = 0;AT 4T AK
and the time derivative with respect to the cosmic time ¢ is given by
DA = DAl = AT 4 1T 7 AK = | (Af’ + r{,,{ng’AK) .

Now, we define the length of the velocity vector for the background fields as

. . . . /
P'|= 0 =1/GreT¢? = |p'|= 0" = 1/Grep? Y.

After introducing the unit vector of the velocity vector of the background fields

I SD_I ! _ "
o)

/ B )
7 \/Gree

the 00 and ij components of Einstein equations become

o

1 [1 1 V (¢7) 1%
H? = S+ V| e 3ME— o7 = &S ——— =3 -
3M7, {20 * n o H? M2 S
: 1 H' 1 o’? 52
H=——0¢" & —=—"0" & —=——0 =2y,
2M§l H 2]\/./31 Mgl MpleQ
and the equation of motion of ¢’ in the zeroth order is
. . o 3— €H d
3Ho+V,=0 & —=-3-— — (InV),
oot He 20y an )
where
V,=6"V;.

(95)

(99)

(100)

(101)

(102)

and ey is the first order Hubble slow-roll parameter defined in Eq.(105). We define a quantity 87/

§IJ = gIJ _5_[5_]7

which obeys the following relations with &/

~

o6 =1,

AT J A~
SJS]J:N—l,
N N
SaS57 =957

618" =0 VI
The slow-roll parameters are given by

;| 302 - o2 2eg
CH= ——T&%5 = —/————— - =
m H2 5242V 3—ey’

and

MSS
V Y

MUO'
Noog = M? and 17y = Mgl
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where MY is the effective mass squared matrix given by
ML =G (D;DgV) — Ry 0" 0™,
Mgy =ML =65 (DD, V),
Moo = 6,67 ML = 6567 (DD, V), (107)
My =3 My =31 (G (DyDKV) — Ry 0 0™,
My = 818" MY = 3,57 (G (DD V) — Ry ¢Y)

and §' is defined in Eq.(111). We define the turn-rate vector w! as the covariant rate of change of
the unit vector 6! and its square norm

1 -1 1
I —yal K AIK 2. L _ L 2
w =D,6" = —EVKS = HJ’V’KS , W= Wt = o [VLV — VU] ) (108)
Since w! oc 3% we have
w'ér = 0. (109)
We can also find
D' = —6lw! — 67w (110)

Also, we introduce a new unit vector 3! pointing in the direction of the turn-rate, w!, and a new
projection operator !/

I
N
§t=—, 111
- (1)
V=gl — 6l — 3187 (112)
where w = |w!| is the magnitude of the turn-rate vector. The new unit vector 8/ and the new
projection operator v/ also satisfy
§IJ :§I§J _i_,.yIJ,
Yy =N =2, (113)
815, =8,

618 =6y =547 =0 VI

We then find
D, = —we! =TI, D7 = §1~7 + 5747, (114)
where ]
HI = ;MO’K,}/IK7 (115)
and hence
o1 = 5,11 = 0. (116)
Now, we define the curvature and entropic perturbations as follows
H H
R =1+ —6,00" = —Q,, (117)
o o
H
S =—Qs, (118)
o

whose E.O.M.s are given by [30]

. . E\° 1 d [a3> d V, H
o 3H o - oo 2 - = 022_ s -2 - 7T s
Qo +3HG (a) Moo —w M§1a3dt<H)]Q g @) (&JFH)“’Q
.. . k 2 wk2
Qs + BHQS + - + Mss + 30)2 Qs - 4M217_\Ija
a PLa a?

(119)
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where VU is the gauge-invariant Bardeen potential |27, 28], M,, and Mg, are given by Eq.(107) and

P2 = Mg, + 3w?, (120)

is the (effective) square mass of entropic perturbations. After the first horizon crossing, the co-moving
wave number k obeys % < 1. Hence, the curvature and entropic perturbations satisfy the following
equations

. k2
. L2
which allow us to write the transfer functions
t
Trs (the, t) = / dt'a (t') H (t') Tss (tne, t'), (123)
thc
t
TSS (thc, t) = exXp |:/ dt/ﬁ (t/) H (t/):| y (124)
thc

where ty. is the time of the first horizon crossing. Being changed from the cosmic time ¢ into the
number of e-foldings N, Trs (tne,t) and Tss (tne, t) become

N

TRS (NhC,N) == / dN,Oé (N/) TSS (NhC,N/) 5 (125)
th
and
N
Tss (Nne, N) = exp [/ dN'B (N/)} : (126)
th
The E.O.M.s of curvature and entropic perturbations are [29]
. k2
R:2w8+0(a2H2) , (127)
and
' bs 128
Qs — _3_HQS7 ( )
where the square mass of entropic perturbation can be written as
2 2 13 3 5
py = Mg + 3w & ﬁ:(3—e)nss+1a : (129)

and ~ means slow-roll approximation and « is given in Eq.(130]). Comparing with Eq.(117]), (118]),
(121]) and (122]) with Eq.(127) and (128) [29], we obtain

_ 2w (1)

a(t) i) & a(N) = TN (130)
and ) . 1 3 d )
2 G —€
3= = (17 5) HO- 0 T g ) = et 3

The power spectrum for the gauge invariant curvature perturbation is given by

(R (I1) R (ky)) = (21)° 6 (ky + ko) Pr (k1) , (132)
where Pg (k) = |R|?. The dimensionless power spectrum is
k3 2
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and the spectral index is defined as

dInPr

SEl 7
T =0T k|,

(134)

where k is the pivot scald™| and hc means the first horizon crossing. Using the transfer function, we
can relate the power spectra of adiabatic and entropic perturbations at time #;. to their values at
some later time ¢ > t;,. with the corresponding pivot scale k as

Pr (k) = Pr (kne) [1 4 Ths (tne. )],

136
Ps (k) = Pr (kne) Tas (tne, t) - (136)
The transfer functions satisfy
1 OTrs (the,t
moUhel) () - B (the) Tss (ther).
H (tne) Otye (137)
1 8TSS (thm t) o _ﬁ (t ) T (t t)
H (thc) athc - hc SS he» .
In term of the number of e-foldings NV, the above differential equations become
0Trs (Nye, N
Rsa(Nh ) _ —a (Npe) = B (Nie) Tss (Nue, N)
hc (138)
IT’ss (Nie, N)
—————~ = —[(Npe) Tss (Npe, N) .
ON.. B (Nhe) Tss (Nues N)
The spectral index for the power spectrum of the adiabatic fluctuations becomes
1 (0T,
ng 2 N (the) + T ( 8157;5) sin 2A\, (139)
where
Ng (thc) =1— 6exy (thc) + 27700 (thc) , (140)
and the trigonometric functions for Txrs are defined as
. 1 Trs 1
snA= ———, cosA=———— tanA= —. 141
V1+ T2 V1I+ T Trs (141)
The iso-curvature fraction is given by
T2
5180 = PS 58 <142)

Pr+Ps 14+ Tss + Ths'

which can be used for comparing the predictions with the recent observation data. Also, the tensor-
to-scalar ratio is given by

16€
P~ 143
1+T3 (143)
15The pivot scale k is related to the cosmic time ¢ by
dink d(aH) a H H
= =—+—=H|14+—= | =(1- H. 1
dt & a H ( M H2> (1= en) (135)
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