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Constraints for the running index independent of the parameters of the model
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By writing the running of the scalar spectral index completely in terms of the scalar index
ng and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r we are able to impose constraints to models of inflation
which are independent of the parameters of the model in question. We write analytical
expressions for the running index of Natural Inflation, two models of the type Mutated
Hilltop Inflation and the Starobinsky model. The resulting formulae for the running depend
exclusively on ng and/or r and will keep tightening the running index further as additional

conditions and observations constrain the scalar and the tensor-to-scalar indices.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The inflationary paradigm [I], [2], has been introduced some forty years ago in order to solve
some important problems of the old Big-Bang cosmology. While such a solution is compelling and
attractive it does not seem to require a specific model of inflation with very particular character-
istics, for this reason even now we do not yet have a definitive model (for reviews see eg, [3]-[]).
Various models are able to satisfy the available data and distinguish themselves from others by their
construction and physical motivation, for this reason it is important to establish model-independent
results which can help to discriminate among the plethora of existing viable models [7]. At least,
to establish general results which are independent of the particular characteristics of each model.

The purpose of this work is to obtain bounds for the running of the scalar spectral index for
several models of interest, but with the bounds nevertheless independent of the parameters of the
model in question. For it we express the running of the tensor and the scalar spectral indices in
terms of the scalar index ns and/or the tensor-to-scalar ratio r. While the resulting expression
is clearly particular to the model under consideration it does not involve any of the parameters
of such model and the phenomenological values of the observables ngs and r are directly used to
constrain the running. This is done for four specific models, once the analytical formula for the

running is obtained it is easy to get the bounds as dictated by the range of values for ngy and r
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provided by the latest results from the Planck Collaboration. We also discuss the possibility of
breaking degeneracies amongst the models by using the running index.

The outline of the paper is as follows: in section [[T we give general results which will be used in
the subsequent sections. We also establish a formula for the running of the tensor spectral index
which is model independent and should be satisfied by any single field model of inflation. A simple
but general formula for the slow-roll parameter 1 implying a downward concave potential is given.
In sections to |[VI| we obtain the running for several models, find their respective bounds and
discuss some important features for each model under study. Finally, Section [VI]| contains the

main conclusions of the paper.

II. THE GENERAL APPROACH

The connection with inflation-based models is made initially through the primordial power
spectra P; parameterized by a power law of scalar and tensorial perturbations. These are generally
given in terms of the spectral amplitude A; together with the spectral indices n;, where the subscript
i refers to scalar (s) or tensor (t) components (see e.g., [§])

R%%Z&(é)wa (2.1)

Pi(k) = A <k];>nt =714, <k,;>nt (2.2)

Here k is the wave number mode and r = P(k)/Ps(k) the ratio of tensor-to-scalar perturbations
at the pivot scale k = kp* . Slow-roll (SR) inflation predicts the spectrum of curvature perturba-
tions to be close to scale-invariant. This allows a simpler parametrization of the spectra in terms
of quantities evaluated at k, such as the spectral indices and the running of scalar and tensor

perturbations (see e.g., [8])
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where ng, = ddl?lsk is the running of the scalar index ng and ngy, = ddl% the running of the tensor

spectral index ny, in a self-explanatory notation. In the literature ng; is usually denoted by «

*The subindex k or k, above denotes the value of the inflaton when scales the size of the pivot scale leave the horizon.



but here we prefer to use this more symmetrical notation between scalar and tensorial quantities.
Contact with models of inflation is achieved precisely through these indices (also called observables)
which in the SR approximation (first introduced in the context of a bouncing cosmology with two

quasi-de Sitter stages [9]) are given by (see e.g., [4], [10])

ng = —2€= % (2.5)

ns = 1+ 2n — 6B, (2.6)
ny = 4e(n — 2e), (2.7)
ng, = 16en — 24e? — 26, (2.8)
A = 52 (29)

where Ag(k) is the amplitude of density perturbations at wave number k and A is the scale of

inflation, with A = Vkl/ * The slow-roll parameters appearing above are

€=
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and should be evaluated at k. Also, M is the reduced Planck mass M = 2.44 x 10'® GeV which we
set equal to one in what follows, primes on V' denote derivatives with respect to the inflaton ¢.

In general, a model independent constrain among observables results from Eqs. (2.5) to ,
1]

1
Ntk = o7 (r —86n,) , (2.11)

where §,,, is defined as d,, = 1 — ns. From the range for the spectral index ns; = 0.9649 £ 0.0042
and tensor-to-scalar ratio r < 0.063 reported by the Planck collaboration [12], [13], n is bounded

as follows

—245x 1074 < ny, < 0. (2.12)

Also, from Egs. (2.5) and (2.6) we find that

n= % (3r — 80y,) - (2.13)

From the bounds for ns; and r given above, n is bounded as —0.01965 < n < —0.00364 thus, a

downward concave potential is preferred. Note that Egs. (2.11)) and (2.13) and their corresponding

bounds are model independent and should be satisfied by any single field model of inflation.
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FIG. 1: Plot of the running of the tensor spectral index n; given by Eq. as a function of the tensor-
to-scalar ratio r and the scalar spectral index ng. From the range for ng = 0.9649 + 0.0042 and r < 0.063
reported by the Planck collaboration [12], [13], Eq. is is bounded as follows —2.45 x 10™* < nyy, < 0.
Both Eq. and its bounds are model independent and any single field inflationary model should satisfy
them.

Using Eqgs. (2.13)) and (2.5]), the expression for the running of the scalar index given by Eq. (2.8)

can be written as

1
Ngl = 3%7"2 - 56%7“ - =T (2.14)

this is as far as we can get writing ng, in terms of ns; and r in a model independent way. The
exercise which follows consists in finding V"’ /V” in terms of ng and r. In this way we will have an
expression for ngy, specific for the model in question, but independent of the parameters of such
model. Thus, the bounds on ng; will be obtained directly from the bounds for the observables ng
and r without specifying any particular value for the parameters of the model in question. In what
follows we find ng, = ngi(ns,r) and its corresponding bounds for four models: Natural Inflation,

two models of the type Mutated Hilltop Inflation and the Starobinsky model.

III. NATURAL INFLATION

The potential for Natural inflation (NI) is [14], [15]

v = (1-eos(D) (3.1)

this is a two-parameter model however, by working with Egs. (2.5) and (2.6) we only have to deal

with f. From the expression r = 16¢, which for NI can be written as



FIG. 2: Schematic plot of the Natural Inflation (NI) potential given by Eq. (3.1]) as a function of ¢ for an
inflaton field rolling from the right.

. SSiHQ(Tk) L =0, (3.2)
12 (1 - cos(%))
we get
cos(q?) ~3 +1?‘“2 - (3.3)
Evaluating n with this solution we find that Eq.
5ns+;<'r—;>—:r:0, (3.4)
(0n, =1 — ng) becomes an equation for f = f(ns,r) with the solution
fo_—2 (3.5)
Thus,
“///:/ = —fl2 = —0p, + ir ; (3.6)
this last result together with Eq. implies
Nak = e (7 — 86,.) (3.7)

- 32
(see Egs. (11) and (13) in Ref. [11]). Comparing Eq. (3.7) with (2.11)) we see that, for this model,

Ngk = 2ny,. From the bounds for ng and r, ng is bounded as follows (see Fig. )

0.9607 < ng < 0.9691, 0.063>7r >0, = —49x107%<ng <0. (3.8)

Finally, from Eq. (2.9) we can find Vj in terms on ng and r with the result Vp = %
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FIG. 3: Plot of the running of the scalar index given by Eq. (3.7) for the NI model defined by the potential
Eq. (3.1). The Plotted running is certainly model dependent but does not depends on the parameters of
the model itself. The bounds on ng, —4.9 x 1074 < ng, < 0 depend exclusively on the phenomenological

bounds for the spectral index n, and tensor-to-scalar ratio r as reported by the Planck collaboration [12],

[13].

which together with Eq. (3.5)) allows to rewrite the potential as

7T27" —-T ne — T
V(g) = AT (80n, = 1) 12 (—V458¢) , (3.9)

4(46,, — 1) 4

of course ¢ is not an observable neither is the potential. In Fig. @) we show the potential as a
function of ¢ and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r for ns fixed to the central value of the Planck range
ns = 0.9649. As r takes smaller values so does V' (an the inflationary energy scale) as expected
from Eq. written in the form V = 3“2%7”. The potential keeps its shape for any slice in the

V' vs ¢ plane but its height is lowered by 7.

IV. MUTATED HILLTOP INFLATION

The mutated hilltop inflation (MUT) model of Pal, Pal and Basu is given by the potential [16],

[17]
V=" (1 - sech(%)) , (4.1)

and shown in Fig. 5l For this model we can proceed as before however the equations obtained are

very complicated and no analytical solution can be found. Instead we start by writing Eq. (2.9)) as

2



FIG. 4: The Natural Inflation potential given by Eq. (3.9) as a function of ¢ and of the tensor-to-scalar
ratio r for the central value ny = 0.9649. As r goes to cero so does the scale of inflation A = Vk1 / 4, being

proportional to /4.
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FIG. 5: Schematic plot of the mutated hilltop potential given by Eq. (4.1]) as a function of ¢ for an inflaton

field rolling from the right.

from where it follows

2
sech (%) =1- 37;‘/?51". (4.3)

Apparently using Eq. (2.9) complicates matters because it introduces the overall constant V{ into

the game, which is not the case when using Egs. (2.5) and (2.6). However, as we will see, following
this path it is possible to find an analytical solution. From Eq. ([2.5))

8sech?(2k) tanh?(2:
r—16e =1 — ) (“):0, (4.4)

w? (1 - sech(%’“))Q




FIG. 6: The running index given by Eq. for the mutated hilltop potential of Eq. (4.1). The running
is given purely in terms of the observables ns; and r and is plotted for the intervals 0.9607 < ns < 0.9691
and 0 > r > 0.063 given by Planck 2018, with the resulting bound for n, as follows: —8.4 x 1074 < ng, <
—5.0 x 107%.

we now solve for p?

2 2(4Vh — 3m2Agr)(3m2 Agr — 2V))?

4.5
: 3TZA VR (45)
From Eq. (2.6)
2 (2 - coshQ(%’“)) sech3(%’“) 3
On, + ——r=0, (4.6)
w? (1 - sech(i—’“)) 8
and substituting Eqs. (4.3)) and (4.5) into Eq. we can now solve for 1}
Vo 32 Agr (r — 246, — \/17r2 + 1616, + 6452 _) ’ (47)
16(r — 46,,)
and calculate V"’ /V' with the result
v B (27r — 83, ) (r + 80y, ) — (13r + 85n3)\/177“2 + 1676, + 6457%3 (4.8)
v 64r ' '
Finally the running ng can be written as follows
P = — (517«2 + 8010y, — 6402, — (137 +80,,),/17r2 + 1676, + 6402 ) . (4.9)
256 s Nsg s s Ns

This expression is plotted in Fig. [f] and the bounds are given by

0.9607 < ny < 0.9691, 0.063>7r>0, = —84x107*<ng <—-50x10"%. (4.10)
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FIG. 7: Schematic plot of the AFMT potential given by Eq. (5.1) as a function of ¢ for an inflaton field
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rolling from the right. The curves correspond to three possible models depending on the parameter p as

shown.

V. THE AFMT MODEL

Here, we apply the results discussed in the previous sections to the AFMT set of models given
by the potential [18]

Vg, X) = ;AA‘tanhp ('X;') + %g2¢2X2, (5.1)

where the first term is the inflationary potential (see Fig. ) and the second gives the interaction
of the inflaton with a light field X to which energy is transferred. The parameters M and A are
mass scales, g is a dimensionless coupling and p labels the models. The first term is what concern

us here, the expression r = 16¢ can be written as

8 p2 sech? (12«
. Gy, (5.2)

M? (1 - sech2(|‘§7k|))

from where we get the solution

| Pk 1 \/
h(— )= —M?r + M~+/r\/32p> + M?r . .
sec ( 1 r Vry/32p r (5.3)
Evaluating n with this solution we find that Eq. (2.6))

2p ((1 +p) sech? (%) - 2) sech’ (I%kl) 3. -0 (5.4)

2 (1o 8
M? (1 — sech (|M—k|>>

becomes an equation for M = M (ns,r,p) with the solution

8 pv2r
\/<(p - 2)T - 8p5ns) ((p + 2)7’ - 8p5ns) '

On, +

M= (5.5)
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FIG. 8: Plot of the running of the scalar index given by Eq. for the AFMT set of models defined by
the potential Eq. for three values of p: p = 2 blue (central) sheet, p = 3 orange (bottom) sheet and
p = 4. Only a section around the central ng value, from ng = 0.9646 to n, = 0.9652, is plotted to show the
separation of the sheets, eventually converging to —7.7 x 10~% for » = 0. The plotted running is certainly
model dependent (labeled by p) but does not depends on the parameters A, M of the model itself. The
bounds on ng are given in the Table [} and for each p depend exclusively on the phenomenological bounds

for the spectral index ns and tensor-to-scalar ratio r as reported by the Planck collaboration [12], [13].

Thus,
v 1 4 262
(1) -2 ns .
v 32< +p2)r On, + el (5.6)
this last result together with Eq. (2.14)) implies
n (p)=;(p2—4)r2—672“ (5.7)
sk 128 p2 2 '
From the bounds for ng and 7, ng(p) is bounded (for three particular models) as follows
p=2 —T7x107%<ngy <—-48x1071, (5.8)
p=3, —T7x107*<ng <—-46x10"%, (5.9)
p=4, -T77x107"<ng <—-45x1071. (5.10)

The lower bound is the same for all cases because, from Eq. (5.7), the first term vanishes for r = 0.

V1. THE STAROBINSKY MODEL OF INFLATION

The Starobinsky model is given by the potential [I], [L9] - [21]:

3 2
V=V (1 —e 3“’) : (6.1)
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FIG. 9: Schematic plot of the Starobinsky potential given by Eq. (6.1) as a function of ¢ for an inflaton
field rolling from the right.

and is schematically shown in Fig.[0] This is a one-parameter model, being Vj an overall constant
it does not appear in Eqgs. (2.5)) and (2.6). Thus, we can obtain the solution for ¢y directly in terms
of ng by solving Eq. (2.6)) or in terms of r by solving Eq. (2.5)). In the first case we get

44 30,, +44/1+ 30,
¢k:\/§ln<+ . i ) (6.2)

30,

where, as before, d,, = 1 — ns. Once we have ¢ we can calculate any quantity of interest during

inflation, in particular

r = 46y, —%(m—l). (6.3)

From the Planck range for the scalar spectral index ng = 0.9649+0.0042 we get r = 0.0036+£0.0008.

We can immediately calculate the running index as a function of ng only

new(g) = —% (2 438, — 211 3%) <6 430, — 2¢/T + 30, + 5\/2 436, — 21+ 35ns> ,
(6.4)

this running index is plotted in Fig. [I0] From the Planck range for the spectral index given above

we get ng = —(6.3 £ 1.5) x 1074, also ny, = —(1.6 +0.5) x 107°.

We can also solve Eq. (12.5])
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FIG. 10: In the Starobinsky model we can solve Eq. for ¢ as function of n, as given by Eq. or
Eq. for ¢ as a function of r as given by Eq. . In the first case the running is plotted above and
given by Eq. with the bounds —7.8 x 10™* < ng, < —4.8 x 10~*. The bounds coming from n, also
impose the following bounds on 7 : 0.0028 < r < 0.0044.

TABLE I: In the table below we collect the bounds for the various running indices obtained in the article.
The range of values for the scalar spectral index ng and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r is the one given by the
Planck Collaboration: 0.9607 < ns < 0.9691 and 0 < r < 0.063, respectively. The only exception occurs for
the Starobinsky model where r can be expressed in terms of ns as shown in Eq. thus, 7 is constrained
by ng to the range 0.0028 < r < 0.0044. The resulting bound for the running of the tensor index ny is
model independent: —2.47 x 10=* < ny, < 0 (see Eq. ) and it should be satisfied by any single field
model of inflation. Planck 2018 sets ng = —0.005 + 0.013 at 95% CL with no running of the running being

considered.

Model Vig) Angy,

NI V(g) = Vi (1 - cos($)), Bq. (3.1 4.9 % 107 < ngy < 0

MHI V(e) = Vo (1 - sech(%)), Eq. (11] —8.4 x 1074 < ngp < —5.0 x 10~
AFMT(p=2) V($) = LA* tanh? (%) Eq. (5.1 7T %107 < gy < —4.8 x 10~
AFMT (p=3) —— - —77x107% < ngp < —4.6 x 1074
AFMT (p=4) - 77 %1074 < ngp < —4.5 x 10~
Starobinsky V(o) =Wy (1 — e_\/%’)z, Eq. ~78x107% < ngy < —4.8 x 1074

for ¢y in terms of r with the result

br = gln <1 + \/8?) | (6.6)
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The running can now be written more economically in terms of r

ngp(r) = f%r (16 +10V3r + 3r> . (6.7)

To first order in r the consistency relations given by Eqgs. and above reduce to Eq. (32)
of Ref. [22] where R? and its generalization is studied in detail.

Finally we would like to remark that although all the expressions for ng of the models studied
are different this is not enough to believe that, in general, the running could break the degeneracy
of models of inflation. As a counterexample let us consider the central value of ng as reported by
Planck i.e., ngy = 0.9649, it is not difficult to show the the MHI model for p ~ 1.24 gives r = 0.0035
and ng, = —0.0006 exactly the same values (at this level of approximation) to the ones obtained
from the Starobinsky model. To break the degeneracy it could be necessary to go to the reheating
epoch where important differences between models can arise [23]. In Table || we compare results
for the running index for the NI, MHI, ATMF and Starobinsky models of inflation.

We close our article with a final consideration. As we can see from the Table [l ng, is of
O(1073 — 107%) and if we calculate the running of the running nex = d?ns/dInk? along the same
line of arguments as before we will find that it is of O(107°). Thus, this quantities, compared to
ng, are small indeed and in certain circumstances they could be neglected however, one should be
careful not to make them zero. From the general expression for ng. given by Eq. we see that
making ng, = 0 implies

‘; - é(Br —166,,.) (6.8)
which cannot possibly be true in general (none of the models studied before have this expression
for V" /V'). An equivalent way of seen this is through the explicit solutions for ng, = 0, taking NI
as an example ng;, = 3%7’ (r — 8dp,) = 0 would imply the solutions » = 0 and/or r = 8J,,, none of
them consistent with the bounds for r: 0 < r < 0.063. Something similar occurs for the running
of the running of the scalar index which for NI is ngg, = 3—127" (r — 8dy,,) On, making ngy = 0 will

give the extra unacceptable solution d,, = 0 or ny = 1. Thus, one must be careful to distinguish

between neglecting a term and making it zero.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Bounds for the running have been studied for both the running of the tensor index n;, and the

running of the scalar index ng; (also denoted «) for four inflationary models: Natural Inflation,
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Mutated Hilltop Inflation, the AFMT model and the Starobinsky model (see Table [[)). In all cases,
the running has been written in terms of the scalar spectral index ns; and the tensor-to-scalar-
ratio r only without the presence of any parameters of the model in question. This allows to
obtain bounds for ng; directly from the observables. These bounds will be narrowed by more
precise observations and/or by finding other restrictive conditions on ng and r. The problem of
the degeneracy of inflationary models has been briefly discussed and the role of the running in
breaking such degeneracy could be important however, the running is not in general enough to
break the degeneracy of models of inflation pointing towards the study of the reheating epoch to

achieve this.
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