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Abstract

We propose the generic no-scale inflation inspired from string theory compactifications. We

consider the Kähler potentials with an inflaton field ϕ, as well as one, two, and three Kähler moduli.

Also, we consider the renormalizable superpotential of ϕ in general. We study the spectral index

and tensor-to-scalar ratio in details, and find the viable parameter spaces which are consistent with

the Planck and BICEP/Keck experimental data on the cosmic microwave background (CMB). The

spectral index is ns ' 1−2/N ∼ 0.965 for all models, and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r is r ' 12/N2,

83/N4 and 4/N2 for the one, two and three moduli models, respectively. The particular r for two

moduli model comes from the contributions of the non-negligible higher order term in potential.

In the three moduli model, the scalar potential is similar to the global supersymmetry, but the

Kähler potential is different. The E-model with α = 1 and T-model with α = 1/3 can be realized

in the one modulus model and the three moduli model, respectively. Interestingly, the models with

quadratic and quartic potentials still satisfy the current tight bound on r after embedding into

no-scale supergravity.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that inflation solves several problems in the standard cosmology theory

such as the horizon problem, flatness problem, and large structure of the Universe, etc [1–5].

The almost scale-invariant density perturbation spectrum predicted by inflation is quali-

tatively consistent with the cosmological observations, in particular, the cosmic microwave

background radiation (CMB). With the advent of the era of precise cosmology, more and

more observations have given or will give strong constraints on the inflationary models.

From the Planck 2018 results on the CMB measurements [6], the scalar spectral index ns,

tensor-to-scalar ratio r, and scalar amplitude As for the power spectrum of the curvature per-

turbations are constrained to be ns = 0.9649± 0.0042, r0.002 ≤ 0.056, and As = 2.10× 10−9,

respectively. Combining with BICEP/Keck data, the tensor-to-scalar ratio is further limited

to r0.05 ≤ 0.036 at 95% confidence level (C.L.) [7]. Such a tight bound on r is a big challenge

to a lot of previously popular inflationary models. Interestingly, the inflationary models

inspired from the string low-energy effective actions can have small tensor-to-scalar ratios

r < 0.01 [8–12].

Supersymmetry provides a natural solution to the gauge hierarchy problem in the particle

physics Standard Model (SM), and is the promising new physics beyond the SM. Especially,

the scalar masses can be stabilized, and the superpotential is nonrenormalized. Thus, to

stabilize the inflaton potential, we need to consider supersymmetry. Moreover, gravity plays

an important role in the early Universe during inflation, so it seems to us that supergravity

theory inspired from string theory is a natural framework for inflationary model building.

However, supersymmetry breaking scalar masses are at the order of the gravitino mass in

general, and then at the order of the Hubble parameter due to the large vacuum energy

density during inflation. Thus, the slow-roll parameter η is at the order one O(1) during

inflation, which conflicts with the slow-roll conditions. This gives rise to the so-called η

problem [13–15]. As we know, there are a few elegant solutions: no-scale supergravity [16–

24], shift symmetry in the Kähler potential [25–37], and helical phase inflation [38–41], etc.

No-scale supergravity has vanishing cosmological constant naturally, and then evades the

Anti-de Sitter (AdS) vacua in the generic supergravity theory [16–18]. Interestingly, no-scale

supergravity can be realized by the Calabi-Yau compactification with standard embedding

of the weakly coupled heterotic E8×E8 theory [19], as well as by the similar compactification
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of M-theory on S1/Z2 [20]. The Kähler potential of no-scale supergravity inspired by the

above string theory compactifications [19, 20] is

K = −3 log(T + T − 2|ϕi|2) , (1)

where T is the Kähler moduli, and ϕi denote the matter, Higgs and inflaton fields. In this

paper, for simplicity, we shall neglect dilaton field and complex structure moduli, and only

consider inflaton field ϕ in the following. Because Kähler potential is a logarithmic real

function, the η problem is solved, and the inflaton potential can have flat directions as well.

In particular, considering the no-scale supergravity and a Wess-Zumino superpotential, one

can obtain the R + R2 Starobinsky model elegantly [21, 22]. In addition to ϕ, T can be

inflaton field as well [22, 23]. Of course, the predicted ns and r are compatible with the

CMB observations. For the relevant studies on string inflations, please see Refs. [42–50].

On the other hand, a generalized model named α-attractor inflation is build by intro-

ducing a parameter α related to the curvature of the inflaton Kähler manifold [51]. The

inflationary attractors [11, 12, 52–58] such as T-models and E-models predict the tensor-

to-scalar ratio r by a factor α, which are consistent with the current observations and can

be tested in the future. In particular, to generalize the above no-scale inflation, one can

introduce an α factor in the Kähler moduli

K = −3α log(T + T − 2|ϕ|2) , (2)

and then study the unified no-scale attractors [55].

Because the above simple no-scale inflation is very interesting, we have strong motivation

to study the generic no-scale inflation inspired by the string theory compactifications. The

first question is what are the generic no-scale supergravity theories inspired by the string

theory compactifications. Previously, one of us (T. L.) has already studied various orbifold

compactifications of M-theory on T 6/Z3, T 6/Z6, T 6/Z12, as well as the compactification by

keeping singlets under SU(2)×U(1) symmetry, and then the compactification on S1/Z2 [59].

Thus, the generic no-scale inflation can be inspired by these compactifications. Inspired

by the compactification by keeping singlets under SU(2) × U(1) symmetry and then the

compactification on S1/Z2 [59], we can consider the Kähler potential with two Kähler moduli

T1,2 and one chiral field ϕ as follows

K = −2 log(T1 + T 1 − 2|ϕ|2)− log(T2 + T 2) . (3)
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Also, inspired by the orbifold compactifications of M-theory on T 6/Z12 and S1/Z2 [59], we

can consider the Kähler potential with three Kähler moduli T1,2,3 and one chiral field ϕ as

follows

K = − log(T1 + T 1 − 2|ϕ|2)− log(T2 + T 2)− log(T3 + T 3) . (4)

Previously, a few relevant studies have been done. A chaotic inflation in no-scale supergravity

with string inspired moduli stabilization, which has two moduli, is obtained from Type IIB

string compactification with an anomalous U(1)X gauged symmetry [60]. The tensor-to-

scalar ratio is consistent with BICEP/Keck experimental data. In a recent paper [61] with

Gong, we have studied the primordial black holes and secondary gravitational waves for

the generic no-scale inflation with Kähler potentials in Eq. (3). However, the systematical

studies on the generic no-scale inflation have not been done yet.

In this paper, we shall perform the systematical studies on the generic no-scale inflation

with Kähler potentials in Eqs. (1), (3), and (4). We consider ϕ as an inflaton field, and the

renormalizable superpotential of ϕ in general. We study the spectral index and tensor-to-

scalar ratio in detail, and find the viable parameter spaces which are consistent with the

Planck and BICEP/Keck experimental data on the cosmic microwave background (CMB).

The spectral index is ns ' 1− 2/N ∼ 0.965 for all models, and the tensor-to-scalar ratio is

r ' 12/N2, 83/N4 and 4/N2 for the one, two and three moduli models, respectively. The

predicted r for two moduli models is clearly different from that for other two models due

to the non-negligible higher order term, which will be explained in detail in Sec. V. In the

three moduli model, the scalar potential is similar to the global supersymmetry, but the

Kähler potential is different. The E-model with α = 1 and T-model with α = 1/3 can be

realized in the one modulus model and the three moduli model, respectively. Interestingly,

the models with quadratic and quartic potentials still satisfy the current tight bound on r

after embedding into no-scale supergravity.

Based on the string compactifications, the coefficients of the logarithmic term are integers

in Kähler potential. Thus, it is interesting to build the generic no-scale α-attractor inflation.

We propose the following Kähler potential

K = −3α log(T + T − 2|ϕ|2)− 3(1− α) log(T ′ + T
′
) , (5)

where 0 < α ≤ 1. From the phenomenological point of view, the generic attractor will

relate the above three kinds of models with each other, and the predicted ns − r curves are
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consistent with CMB experimental results. We shall preform the detailed study, which will

be given elsewhere in the future.

This paper is organized as follows. We briefly discuss the generic no-scale supergravity

theories inspired by the string theory compactifications in Sec. II. We show the generic slow-

roll inflation model and field transformation in Sec. III. Then we study the cosmological

predictions ns and r for the inflationary models with one, two and three moduli in Secs.

IV, V, and VI. Finally in Sec. VII, we make conclusions with a brief discussion. In the

following, we set the reduced Planck mass M2
Pl = 8πG = 1 for simplicity.

II. THE GENERIC NO-SCALE SUPERGRAVITY THEORIES INSPIRED BY

THE STRING THEORY COMPACTIFICATIONS

The Lagrangian of the N = 1 supergravity can be written in the form

L = −1

2
R +Kj

i ∂µϕ
i∂µϕj − V, (6)

where the Kähler metric is Kj
i ≡ ∂2K/(∂ϕi∂ϕj). The effective scalar potential is

V = eG
[
∂G

∂ϕi
(
K−1

)i
j

∂G

∂ϕj
− 3

]
, (7)

where the Kähler function is G ≡ K + ln |W |2, and (K−1)
i
j is the inverse of the Kähler

metric. Introducing Kähler covariant derivative

DiW ≡ Wi +KiW, (8)

we obtain the scalar potential

V = eK
[
DiW

(
K−1

)i
j
DjW − 3|W |2

]
. (9)

To study the inflation in the generic no-scale supergravity theories inspired by the string

theory compactifications, we parametrize the generic Kähler potential and superpotential as

follows:

K = −N1 log(T1 + T 1 − 2|ϕ|2)−
∑
i=2,3

Ni log(Ti + T i), (10)

W =
3∑
i=0

ai(
√

2ϕ)i, (11)
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where N1 + N2 + N3 = 3, Ti are Kähler moduli, and ϕ is inflaton field. According to the

number of Kähler moduli Ti, we shall classify the inflationary models as one moduli model,

two moduli model, and three moduli model [61]. We also consider WT = 0, and the η

problem is avoided since no large mass term is generated [62, 63]. For simplicity, we assume

inflation along the Re(ϕ) direction as well. Moreover, the Kähler metric and covariant

derivative are

K j̄
i =


N1

X2 0 0 −2N1ϕ
X2

0 N2

Y 2
2

0 0

0 0 N3

Y 2
3

0

−2N1ϕ
X2 0 0 2N1Y1

X2

 (12)

DiW = W
(
−N1

X
− N2

Y2
− N3

Y3

2N1ϕ̄
X

+ Wϕ

W

)
(13)

where X ≡ T1 + T 1 − 2|ϕ|2, Yi ≡ Ti + T i. Thus, the general scalar potential can be written

as

V =
|Wϕ|2

2N1XN1−1Y N2
2 Y N3

3

. (14)

In the following section, we will study inflationary models with typical Kähler poten-

tial in the general no-scale supergravity model. Then we will compare the predictions of

these models with CMB observations in order to find the observational constraints on the

parameter space of the models.

III. INFLATIONARY MODELS

We assume that all the real components of the complex fields which do not drive inflation

have been stabilized, whereas the inflaton field remains dynamical. Following Refs. [21, 22,

64–66], the real and imaginary parts of modulus Ti can be stabilized by adding (Ti+T i−1)4

terms and (Ti − T i)
4 terms into the log terms of the Kähler potential. In this paper, we

fix the moduli Ti with vacuum expectation values (VEVs) 2〈Re(Ti)〉 = ci and 〈Im(Ti)〉 = 0.

Also, without loss of generality, we assume the inflation trajectory along the real part of the

ϕ direction. The scalar potential in the Jordan frame is

V = V0
|Wϕ|2

(c1 − 2|ϕ|2)N1−1
, (15)

where V0 = 1/(2N1c
N2
2 cN3

3 ). The inflationary model with N1 = 1 is similar to that with the

global supersymmetry.
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The kinetic term in terms of the field ϕ in Eq. (6) is noncanonical, so we need to define

a new canonical field χ, which satisfies

1

2
∂µχ∂

µχ = Kϕϕ∂µϕ∂
µϕ (16)

with

Kϕϕ =
2N1(T1 + T 1)

(T1 + T 1 − 2|ϕ|2)2
. (17)

By integrating the above equation, we get the field transformation

ϕ =

√
c1

2
tanh

(
χ√
2N1

)
. (18)

Then the scalar potential in the Einsten frame is

V = V1sech2m (bχ)
(
a1 + 2a2

√
c1 tanh (bχ) + 3a3c1 tanh2 (bχ)

)2 (19)

where V1 = N−1
1 cm1 c

−N2
2 c−N3

3 and b = 1/
√

2N1, m = 1−N1. Furthermore, the T-model and

E-model [51] will be realized by setting N1 = 1 with a1 = a3 = 0 and N1 = 3 with a1 = 0,

respectively. Defining ϕ = (φ+iξ)/
√

2 and taking T-models for example, the squared masses

of ξ are m2
ξ = 8a2

2/(c2c3) for the ϕ2 model and m2
ξ = 36a2

3φ
2/(c2c3) for the ϕ4 model.

In the following calculations, the new canonical field χ is regarded as inflaton. The

slow-roll parameters are

ε(χ) =
M2

Pl

2

(
Vχ
V

)2

, η(χ) = M2
Pl

Vχχ
V

(20)

The CMB observations in terms of slow-roll parameters are ns = 1 − 2ε + 6η and r = 16ε.

Under the slow-roll approximation, the power spectrum can be expressed by

As =
1

24π2M2
Pl

V

ε
, (21)

and is fixed to 2.10× 10−9 by choosing the proper parameter V0 in our calculations.

IV. ONE MODULUS INFLATIONARY MODEL

The simple no-scale supergravity model with one modulus [16, 18] can be realized via

the Calabi-Yau compactification with standard embedding of the weakly coupled heterotic

E8 × E8 theory [19] and M-theory on S1/Z2 [20]. Assuming Kähler potential of the form

K = −3 ln
(
T + T − 2|ϕ|2

)
(22)
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and substituting N1 = 3 and N2 = N3 = 0 into Eq. (14), the scalar potential in the Jordan

frame and the Einstein frame become

V =
|Wϕ|2

6 (c1 − 2|ϕ|2)2

= V0e
−2
√

2
3
χ
(

1 + A1e
√

2
3
χ +B1e

2
√

2
3
χ
)2

,

(23)

where V0 =
(a1−2a2

√
c+3a3c1)

2

48c21
, A1 = 2(a1−3a3c1)

a1−2a2
√
c1+3a3c1

, and B1 =
a1+2a2

√
c1+3a3c1

a1−2a2
√
c1+3a3c1

.

A. Zero parameter models

First, we consider the inflationary case only with one term in the numerator of the

potential (23), which can be rewritten as

a1 = a2 = 0; V = 3a2
3 sinh4

(
χ√
6

)
,

a1 = a3 = 0; V =
a2

2

3c
sinh2

(√
2

3
χ

)
,

a2 = a3 = 0; V =
a2

1

3c2
cosh4

(
χ√
6

)
.

(24)

The minimum of potential is at χm = 0 and inflation will occur on the left or right branches.

However, in these models, the second order slow-roll parameters are

a1 = a2 = 0; η(χ) = 2 coth2

(
χ√
6

)
+

2

3
,

a1 = a3 = 0; η(χ) =
4

3

(
coth2

(√
2

3
χ

)
+ 1

)
,

a2 = a3 = 0; η(χ) = 2 tanh2

(
χ√
6

)
+

2

3
.

(25)

Therefore, inflation is unbearable since slow-roll conditions ε, |η| � 1 are unsatisfied and

η → 8/3 in the limit χ→∞.

B. a1 = 0 case: A1 +B1 = −1

For a1 = 0, the two parameters A1 and B1 relate with each other as A1 + B1 = −1, and

defining a new parameter d = 3a3
√
c1/2a2, the potential (23) becomes

V = V0

(
1− e−

√
2
3
χ
)2 ((

e
√

2
3
χ + 1

)
+ d

(
e
√

2
3
χ − 1

))2

, (26)
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FIG. 1. Inflationary potential (a) and the r versus ns predictions (b) for the inflaton potential in

Eq. (26) with parameter d = ±δ.
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FIG. 2. The evolution of the slow-roll parameters (a) ε and (b) η for the inflaton potential in Eq.

(26).

with V0 = a2
2/12c1. The similar inflation in the simple Wess-Zumino model has been pre-

viously discussed by Ellis et al. [21]. Here for completeness, we will go through it as well.

The potential with different parameter d are shown in Fig. 1(a). We note that the potential

remains the same after both parameter d and field χ becoming −d and −χ. Therefore, we

will only discuss the negative d in the following calculation.

When d is larger than −1, there is a vacuum at χ = 0. When d is smaller than −1, there

are two minima at χm1 = 0 and χm2 =
√

6
2

log
(
d+1
d−1

)
, and a maximum at χM =

√
6

4
log
(
d+1
d−1

)
.

From the evolution of the slow-roll parameters in Fig. 2, the possible inflationary trajectories

locate in the region [0,∞] for d & −1 and the region [χm1 , χm2 ] for d . −1. Others are

ruled out due to the steep potential, and the slow-roll conditions ε, |η| < 1 are not satisfied.

The cosmological predictions ns and r for the model in Eq. (26) are numerically shown in
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TABLE I. The realization of T- and E-models in one modulus and three moduli models.

Cases V ∝ |Wϕ|2/(c1 − 2ϕ2)2

a1 = 0, 2a2 = −3a3
√
c1 VJ ∝ |ϕ(1−

√
2ϕ)|2

(c1−2|ϕ|2)2
VE ∝ (1− e−

√
2/3χ)2 E-model for ϕ2

Cases V ∝ |Wϕ|2

a1,3 = 0 VJ ∝ |ϕ|2 VE ∝ tanh2
(
χ/
√

2
)

T-model for ϕ2

a1,2 = 0 VJ ∝ |ϕ2|2 VE ∝ tanh4
(
χ/
√

2
)

T-model for ϕ4

Fig. 1(b) and the inflationary trajectory is in the large field region χ ∼ 5MPl. The parameter

d locates in a tiny range around ±1.

1. E-model realization

Particularly, when d = −1 or 2a2 = −3a3
√
c1, the E-model for ϕ2 [11, 51] or Starobinsky

inflation model [21, 24] with potential V = V0(1 − e−
√

2/3χ)2 is realized, shown in Table I.

The potential can be expanded as

V = V0

(
1− 2e−

√
2/3χ + e−2

√
2/3χ
)
. (27)

The spectrum index, tensor-to-scalar ratio, and e-folding number are expressed in the form

[21, 24]

ns ' 1− 8

3
e−
√

2/3χ +O(e−2
√

2/3χ)

r ' 64

3
e−2
√

2/3χ +O(e−4
√

2/3χ)

N ' 3

4
e
√

2/3χ +O(e−2
√

2/3χ)

(28)

and

ns ' 1− 2

N
, r ' 12

N2
. (29)

Thus, the predictions ns = [0.960, 0.967] and r = [0.0033, 0.0048] for N = [50, 60] are con-

sistent with Planck and BICEP/Keck experiments [6, 7]. Similarly with the generalization

in Ref. [51], replacing N1 with αN1, a factor α will be added to the leading term of r and

the E-models of α-attractors are achieved.
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FIG. 3. Inflationary potential (a) and the r versus ns predictions (b) for the inflaton potential in

Eq. (30) with parameter d < −1.
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FIG. 4. The evolution of the slow-roll parameters (a) ε and (b) η for the inflaton potential in Eq.

(30).

C. a2 = 0 case

The potential becomes

V = V0e
−2
√

2
3
χ

((
e
√

2
3
χ + 1

)2

+ d
(
e
√

2
3
χ − 1

)2
)2

(30)

with V0 = a2
1/48c2

1 and d = 3a3c1/a1. The potential is an even function in terms of in-

flaton χ, shown in Fig. 3. So we will consider inflation in the positive field regime.

When d > −1, there is only one minimum at χm = 0 for the potential and the slow-

roll inflation is not allowed due to ε, η > 1. When d < −1, there are two minima at

χm1,m2 =
√

3/2 log
(
−(1±

√
−d)2/(1 + d)

)
and one maximum at χM = 0 for the potential.

From Fig. 4, the slow-roll parameters are ε → 4/3 and η → 8/3 in the limit χ → ∞, thus

inflation only happens in the region [φM , φm1]. The predicted observations ns and r are also
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shown in Fig. 3(b).

D. a3 = 0 case
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FIG. 5. Inflationary potential (a) and the evolution of the slow-roll parameters (b) for the inflaton

potential in Eq. (31). The solid and dashed lines correspond to ε and η, respectively.

The potential becomes

V = V0

(
1 + e−

√
2
3
χ
)2 ((

e
√

2
3
χ + 1

)
+ d

(
e
√

2
3
χ − 1

))2
(31)

with V0 = a2
1/48c2

1 and d = 2a2
√
c1/a1. The potential is shown in Fig. 5(a), and remains the

same when both parameter d and field χ become negative. Thus, we will seek the inflation

trajectory with d ≤ 0. There is a minimum at χm =
√

3
8

log
(

2
d+1
− 1
)

for potential with

−1 < d ≤ 0 and a minimum at
√

3
2

log
(
d−1
d+1

)
with d < −1. From the evolution of slow-roll

parameters in Fig. 5(b), we find that inflation impossibly happens for the model in Eq.

(31).

12



-4 -2 0 2 4
0

10

20

30

40

50

χ/MPl
V
/V
0

A=-6, B=-0.01

A=2, B=-0.1

A=-4, B=1

A=-1, B=1

(a)

N=50

N=60

0.950 0.955 0.960 0.965 0.970 0.975 0.980
10-6

10-5

10-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

ns

r

(b)

N=50

N=60

0.950 0.955 0.960 0.965 0.970 0.975 0.980
10-6

10-5

10-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

ns

r

(c)

FIG. 6. Inflationary potential (a) and the r versus ns predictions (b)-(c) for the inflaton potential

in Eq. (23). Also, (b) has B1 < 0, and (c) has A1 < 0, B1 > 0 and A2
1 > 4B1.

E. General case

To discuss the general case for the inflation model with one modulus, we will start again

with the potential in Eq. (23). The slow-roll parameters are

ε(χ) =
4
(
B1e

2
√

2
3
χ − 1

)2

3
(

1 + A1e
√

2
3
χ +B1e

2
√

2
3
χ
)2 ,

η(χ) =
4
(

2 + A1e
√

2
3
χ + A1B1e

√
6χ + 2B2

1e
4
√

2
3
χ
)

3
(

1 + A1e
√

2
3
χ +B1e

2
√

2
3
χ
)2 .

(32)
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In the limit χ→ ±∞, ε→ 4/3 and η → 8/3, inflation cannot be realized since the slow-roll

conditions cannot be satisfied. By solving Vχ = 0, three extreme points are obtained as

χ1 = −1

2

√
3

2
log(B1),

χ2 =

√
3

2
log

(
−
√
A2

1 − 4B1 + A1

2B1

)
,

χ3 =

√
3

2
log

(
sgn[B1]

√
A2

1 − 4B1 − A1

2B1

)
.

(33)

The potential with different parameters is shown in Fig. 6(a). When B1 < 0, there is

only one minimum for the potential at χm = χ3, and the CMB predictions are shown in

Fig. 6(b). The spectral index ns is increasing as |A1| decreasing or |B1| increasing. When

A1 < 0, B1 > 0 and A2
1 > 4B1, there is a maximum at χM = χ1, and two minima at

χm1,m2 = χ2,3. Thus, the possible inflationary trajectories are from χM to χm1 or to χm2,

where the CMB predictions are shown in Fig. 6(c). As |A1| � B1, the potential goes

back to the case with a2 = 0 and the inflation gives the proper CMB observed value; while

for other parameter spaces, there is only one minimum for the potential at χm = χ1, i.e,

V (χ1) =
(
A1 + 2

√
B1

)2
. To avoid the cosmological constant problem, the two parameters

are related as A1 = −2
√
B1. Thus, the slow-roll parameters in Eq. (32) become

ε(χ) =
4

3

(
1 +
√
B1e
√

2
3
χ

1−
√
B1e
√

2
3
χ

)2

≥ 4

3
,

η(χ) =
8

3

(
1 +
√
B1e
√

2
3
χ +B1e

2
√

2
3
χ
)

(
1−
√
B1e
√

2
3
χ
)2 ≥ 8

3
.

If we ignore the cosmological constant problem, i.e., A1 6= −2
√
B1, the slow-roll parameters

in Eq. (32) are in the ranges of

0 ≤ ε(χ) <
4

3
,

4

3
≤ η(χ) <

8

3
.

The slow-roll conditions are violated due to the steep slope. We also show the evolution of

slow-roll parameters for models with A1 = −1, B1 = 1/4 and A1 = −1, B1 = 50 in Fig. 7.

V. TWO MODULI INFLATIONARY MODEL

In this section, we consider the no-scale inflation model realized via the orbifold com-

pactification of M-theory on T 6/Z12 by keeping singlets under SU(2)×U(1) symmetry, and
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FIG. 7. The evolution of the slow-roll parameters. Solid and dashed lines are corresponding to ε

and η, respectively.

then the compactification on S1/Z2 [59], where the Kähler potential with two moduli T1,2

and one chiral superfield ϕ is

K = −2 log(T1 + T 1 − 2|ϕ|2)− log(T2 + T 2) . (34)

Here, for simplicity we neglect the irrelevant scalar fields. The scalar potential in Jordan

frame is

V =
|Wϕ|2

4c2(c1 − 2|ϕ|2)
. (35)

After field transformation with ϕ =
√
c1/2 tanh (χ/2), it becomes

V = V0
1 + A2e

χ +B2e
2χ

eχ (1 + eχ)2 , (36)

with V0 =
(a1−2a2

√
c1+3a3c1)2

8c1c2
, A2 = 2(a1−3a3c1)

a1−2a2
√
c1+3a3c1

and B2 =
a1+2a2

√
c1+3a3c1

a1−2a2
√
c1+3a3c1

.

A. a1 = 0 case

The scalar potential is

V = V0

(1− eχ)2 (1 + 1+d
1−de

χ
)2

eχ (1 + eχ)2
(37)

where V0 =
(
2a2 − 3a3

√
c1

)2
/8c2 and d = 3a3

√
c1/2a2. From Fig. 8, the potential remains

the same after both parameter d and field χ become negative. Therefore, in the following

we will only discuss inflation with d ≥ 0.

When d >
√

27/32, the potential has three extreme points: χm1 < χM < χm2 = 0. There

are four trajectories for inflation: on the left side of the minimum χm1, from the maximum
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χM to its minima χm1,m2 and on the right sides of the minimum χm2. However, slow-roll

inflation cannot occur on the left side of χm1 and on the right side of χm2, since the slow-roll

parameters ε → 1/2 and η → 1 when |χ| > 5MPl, as shown in Fig. 9. Moreover, we find

that inflation cannot end on the trajectory from χM to χm1, and slow-roll inflation is not

permitted from χM to χm2 because of η(χM) greater than 1.
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FIG. 8. The inflaton potential in Eq. (37).

d=0

d= 2732

d=0.95

d=1

d=2

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

χ/MPl

ϵ

(a)

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4
-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

χ/MPl

η

(b)

FIG. 9. The evolution of the slow-roll parameters (a) ε and (b) η for the inflaton potential in Eq.

(37).

When 0 ≤ d ≤
√

27/32, the potential has a minimum at χm2 and the potential has an

inflection point when d =
√

27/32. Here, we will discuss the impossibility for the inflation

along the right side of the minimum. For the sake of convenience, we choose d = 0, where

the potential becomes

V =
2a2

2

c2

sinh2
(χ

2

)
. (38)
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In this case, the slow-roll parameters are

ε(χ) =
1

2
coth2

(χ
2

)
,

η(χ) =
1

2
cosh(χ)csch2

(χ
2

)
.

(39)

The parameter η is larger than 1 on the whole trajectory. Therefore, slow-roll inflation

cannot be obtained when d = 0. Similarly, inflation from the right side of χm2 = 0 for all d

and from the left side of χm1 for d >
√

27/32 is not allowable as well.
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FIG. 10. The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (37) with parameter d =√
27/32δ.

Thus, the feasible inflationary trajectory is on the left side of χm2 = 0 for 0 < d ≤√
27/32. Similar to the Starobinsky-like E-model with one modulus, the predicted r that sat-

isfy the experimental limits are obtained from a tiny region for the parameter d .
√

27/32.

The results are shown in Fig. 10, where we also show triple-pack benchmark points corre-

sponding to the central and 2σ bound values for observed ns. Thus, the spectrum index

is increasing as the parameter d is decreasing. From the numerical calculations, one notes

that inflation initials at χ∗ ' −2.26MPl, the higher order term
(

1+d
1−de

χ
)2

of the numerator in

Eq.(37) is not small and cannot be ignored. When d =
√

27/32, the tensor-to-scalar ratio r

and e-folding number are approximate to be

r '
8
(
5− 3

(
8
√

6 + 13
)
eχ + 3

(
32
√

6 + 77
)
e2χ
)2(

5 +
(
24
√

6 + 59
)
eχ
)2

N ' 824− 336
√

6(
11
√

6− 24
)
eχ − 103

√
6 + 252

and

r '
8192

(
49− 20

√
6
)

N4
' 83.60

N4
(40)

For N = 50− 60, the predicted r is about 10−5 and consistent with numerical calculations.
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FIG. 11. Inflaton potential in Eq. (41).

B. a2 = 0 case

The scalar potential becomes

V = V0

(
(eχ + 1)2 + d (eχ − 1)2)2

e−χ (eχ + 1)2
(41)

with V0 = a2
1/(8c1c2) and d = 3a3c1/a1. It is an even function in terms of χ. Thus,

for simplicity, we will study inflation in the positive region χ > 0, as shown in Fig.

11. There is a minimum and maximum at χ = 0 for the potential with d ≥ −1/2 and

d = −1, respectively. Also, there is a maximum at χM = 0 and two minima at χm =

log
(
−
(

1 + 3d± 2
√
d(2d+ 1)

)
/ (d+ 1)

)
and χm = log

(
−
(
1− d± 2

√
−d
)
/ (d+ 1)

)
re-

spectively for −1 < d < −1/2 and d < −1. However, the slow-roll inflation cannot end. To

understand this behavior, we choose d = −1, and the corresponding slow-roll parameters in

terms of the field χ are

ε(χ) =
1

2
− 2eχ

(eχ + 1)2 , η(χ) = 1− 6eχ

(eχ + 1)2 . (42)

Thus, we have ε(0) = 0, η(0) = −1/2. For χ > 0, we have 0 < ε < 1/2, −1/2 < η < 1, and

η → 1 as χ→∞. Thus, we cannot exit the slow-roll inflation.

C. a3 = 0 case

The scalar potential with a3 = 0 becomes

V = V0e
−χ ((eχ + 1) + d (eχ − 1))2 (43)

where V0 = a2
1/8c1c2 and d = 2a2

√
c1/a1. Because the potential is invariant as d → −d

and χ→ −χ (see Fig. 12), we only need to study the cosmological predictions with d ≥ 0.
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FIG. 12. Inflaton potential in Eq. (43).

There is a minimum at χm = log (|1− d|/(1 + d)). Note that V (χm) is larger than 0 with

d < 1, we have the cosmological constant problem. However, it still does not have slow-roll

inflation with d ≥ 1. The slow-roll parameters are

ε(χ) =
(eχ + ξ)2

2 (eχ − ξ)2 , η(χ) = 1 +
2ξeχ

(eχ − ξ)2
(44)

with ξ = (d − 1)/(d + 1). For d ≥ 1, we obtain η ≥ 1, and thus the slow-roll conditions

cannot be satisfied.

D. General case

Now, we discuss the general case whose inflaton potential is

V = V0
((eχ + 1)2 + d1(eχ − 1) ((eχ + 1) + d2(eχ − 1)))

2

eχ(eχ + 1)2
(45)

with V0 = a2
1/8c1c2, d1 = 2a2

√
c1/a1 and d2 = 3a3

√
c1/2a2. The potential remains the

same after both parameters d1, d2 and field χ become negative. Thus, we will only discuss

inflation with d2 ≥ 0. The potential and r versus ns predictions are shown in Fig. 13. The

possible inflation is along the flat trajectory χ < 0. Similar to the a1 = 0 case, the inflation

is sensitive to the parameter d2 and the benchmark points corresponding to the central and

2σ bound values for observation ns are also shown in Fig. 13(b). The solid and dashed

lines are corresponding to N = 50 and N = 60, respectively. From the numerical results,

we know that the spectrum index increases as the parameter d2 decreases. Moreover, the

tensor-to-scalar ratio r predicted from models with d1 < 0 is larger than that with d1 > 0.

We plot r versus ns for models with d1 = ±30, ± 90 in Fig. 13(c).
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FIG. 13. The r versus ns predictions (b),(c) for the inflaton potential (a) in Eq. (45).

VI. THREE MODULI INFLATIONARY MODEL

In this section, we consider no-scale inflation realized by the orbifold compactifications of

M-theory on T 6/Z12 as well as S1/Z2 [59], which has three moduli and the Kähler potential

is given by Eq. (10) with N1 = N2 = N3 = 1. Stabilizing the muduli with Ti = T i = ci/2,

the scalar potential along the real part of field ϕ is given by

V =
|Wϕ|2

2c2c3

. (46)

The three moduli inflationary model is similar to that with the global supersymmetry, and

has a non-negative scalar potential, but the Kähler potential is different. Redefining the

canonical field χ with ϕ =
√
c1/2 tanh

(
χ/
√

2
)
, the potential becomes

V = V0

(
1 + A3e

√
2χ +B3e

2
√

2χ
)2

(
1 + e

√
2χ
)4 (47)

with V0 =
(a1−2a2

√
c1+3a3c1)2

c2c3
, A3 = 2(a1−3a3c1)

a1−2a2
√
c1+3a3c1

, and B3 =
a1+2a2

√
c1+3a3c1

a1−2a2
√
c1+3a3c1

.
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A. T-model realization: a1,3 = 0 and a1,2 = 0 cases

When a1,3 = 0, the inflation model in Eq. (46) reduces to V ∝ ϕ2. We know that the

chaotic inflation [67, 68] predicts

ns ' 1− 2

N
, r ' 8

N
, (48)

which will give a larger r ∼ 0.14 for N ∼ 55 and the inflation with a quadratic potential

is ruled out by the Planck and BICEP/Keck experiments [6, 7]. After field transformation,

the T-model [51] for the ϕ2 inflation model is achieved with potential as

V = V0 tanh2

(
χ√
2

)
. (49)

Similar, the T-model [51] for ϕ4 is realized with a1,2 = 0 and the potential is given by

V = V0 tanh4
(
χ/
√

2
)
. We list the realization of the T-model in the three moduli model

in Table I. If the factor N1 is generalized to αN1, the T-model of the α-attractor can be

obtained.

For the T-model for ϕ2n, the slow-roll parameters are

ε = 4n2csch2
(√

2χ
)
,

η = 4n
(

2n− cosh
(√

2χ
))

csch2
(√

2χ
)
.

(50)

The inflation ends at χe = sinh−1(2n)/
√

2 with ε = 1. Then the e-folding number can be

rewritten in terms of the inflaton at horizon crossing χ∗

N =
1

4n
cosh

(√
2χ
)∣∣∣∣χ∗

χe

=
1

4n

(
cosh

(√
2χ∗

)
−
√

4n2 + 1
) (51)

The cosmological predictions are given by

ns = 1−
2
(
n+
√

4n2 + 1 + 4nN
)

n+ 2N
√

4n2 + 1 + 4nN2

r =
16n

n+ 2N
√

4n2 + 1 + 4nN2

(52)

Comparing with Eq. (48), the spectral index changes a little, whereas the tensor-to-scalar

ratio is effectively suppressed by the factor 4/N2: ns = 0.9602, r = 0.0016 for N = 50, and

ns = 0.9668, r = 0.0011 for N = 60.
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B. a1 = 0 case

The effective potential of scalar field ϕ is

V =
4

c2c3

∣∣∣√2a2ϕ+ 3a3ϕ
2
∣∣∣2 , (53)

and can be rewritten as a three-term polynomial inflation model V = V0|φ + αφ2|2 which

predicts a large tensor-to-scalar ratio r ∼ [0.025, 0.249] [69] and the parameter space is

partially ruled out by the latest limits. However, the field ϕ is noncanonical in the no-scale

SUGRA models. In the following discussion, one will find that tensor-to-scalar ratio r is

suppressed by 1/N2 rather than 1/N .
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FIG. 14. Inflaton potential in Eq. (54).

Using the field transformation, the potential with canonical field χ can be rewritten in the

general form Eq. (47) with V0 =
(2a2
√
c1−3a3c1)2

c2c3
, A3 = 6a3c1

2a2
√
c1−3a3c1

, B3 = −2a2
√
c1+3a3c1

2a2
√
c1−3a3c1

. The

two parameters A3 and B3 are interrelated, A3 +B3 = −1. After defining a new parameter

d = −3a3
√
c1/2a2, they become A3 = −2d/(d+ 1) and B3 = d− 1/(d+ 1). The potential

can be rewritten with two parameters V0 and d as follows:

V = V0

(
d
(
e
√

2χ − 1
)2

− e2
√

2χ + 1

)2

(
1 + e

√
2χ
)4 . (54)

The parameter V0 = 4a2
2c1/c2c3 can be fixed by the power spectrum As = 2.10 × 10−9 [6]

at horizon crossing. One can find that the potential V (−d,−χ) equals to V (d, χ), which

indicates that the negative trajectory χ < 0 with d < 0 will give the same observations with

positive trajectory χ > 0 with d > 0, and vice versa. For convenience, we study the inflation

by setting d > 0. Inflation with d = 0 was discussed in the previous subsection.
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The potential in terms of inflaton field χ with different parameter d are shown in Fig. 14.

There is a minimum at χ = 0, and the inflation will occur on the negative branch R1 (χ < χm

region). Since the steep trajectory in the region of χ < 0 weakly depends on the parameter

d, the potential goes back to that in the previous a1,3 = 0 case (T-model) and the predictions

are ns ' 0.9602 and r ' 0.0016 for N = 50, as well as ns ' 0.9667 and r ' 0.0011 for

N = 60. Next, we will study inflation on the positive field branch χ > 0. Similar to the

a1,3 = 0 case, the potential with d < 1/2 only has one minimum at χ = 0. The inflation

can occur at both branches χ > 0 and χ < 0, however, the two inflation trajectories are

not symmetric. When the inflation occurs at the positive branch χ > 0, ns and r are very

sensitive to d. The numerical results are shown in Fig. 15 and ns has a maximum when

d = 0.465: ns = 0.9636(0.9697) for e-folders N = 50(60). When 1/2 < d ≤ 1, the potential

has a minimum at χm = 0 and a maximum at χM =
√

2 tanh−1 (1/2d). There are three

possible inflation trajectories, labeled as R1 (χ < χm region), R2 (χm < χ < χM region),

and R3 (χ > χM region). The parameter is restricted to a range 0.5 < d < 0.55 for the R2

trajectory due to small ns and lack of e-folds. The scalar spectral index ns decreases as d is

increasing and the numerical results are shown in Fig. 16(a). The last trajectory R3 is ruled

out since the potential is too flat where the inflation either cannot end or cannot last long

enough. When d > 1, the potential has two minima at χm1 = 0 and χm2 =
√

2 tanh−1 (1/d)

and one maximum at χM =
√

2 tanh−1 (1/2d). Thus, there are four possible trajectories,

labeled as R1 (χ < χm region), R2 (χm1 < χ < χM region), R3 (χM < χ < χm2 region), and

R4 (χ > χm2 region). As discussed above, the inflation in R2 and R3 is forbidden since the

e-folding numbers are not enough. The inflation on R4 is similar to that on negative branch

R1 and the results are shown in Fig. 16(b). At last, the above results are summarized in

Fig. 17.

As discussed above, e−
√

2χ∗ is small as the mode crossing the horizon, then potential (54)

is expanded up to the leading order in e−2bχ as

V ∝
(
1− ae−2bχ +O(e−4bχ)

)
(55)

where a = 4(1− 2d)/(1− d) and b = 1/
√

2. The spectrum index, tensor-to-scalar ratio, and
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FIG. 15. (a) The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (54) with d ≤ 1/2; (b)

ns versus the parameter d, and (c) r versus the parameter d. The circles and triangles correspond

to d = 0 (T-model for ϕ2) and d = 1/2, respectively.
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FIG. 16. The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (54) with (a) 1/2 < d ≤ 1

and (b) d > 1.
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FIG. 17. The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (54). The circles and triangles

correspond to d = 0 (T-model for ϕ2) and d = 1/2, respectively.

d=1/3

d=-1/3

d=-1

d=-3/2

-4 -2 0 2 4

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

χ/MPl

V
/V
0

FIG. 18. Inflaton potential in Eq. (60).

e-folding number are

ns ' 1− 8ab2e−2bχ +O(e−4bχ) (56)

r ' 32a2b2e−4bχ +O(e−8bχ) (57)

N ' e2bχ

4ab2
+O(e−4bχ) (58)

and

ns ' 1− 2

N
, r ' 2

b2N2
. (59)

Thus, the predictions ns = [0.960, 0.967] and r = [0.0016, 0.0011] for N = [50, 60] are

consistent with the Planck 2018 results [6].

C. a2 = 0 case

When a2 = 0, the potential with canonical field χ can be rewritten as

V = V0

(
1 + d tanh2

(
χ√
2

))2

(60)
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FIG. 19. The parameter d with respect to inflaton χ/MPl.

with V0 = a2
1/c2c3 and d = 3a3c1/a1, and we show the potential with different d in Fig. 18.

From the plots, one notes that the positive and negative branches are symmetric, and here

we will only discuss the inflation for the positive branch. Thus, we need to find the possible

parameter space of d for inflation. The slow-roll parameters are given by the following

analytic form

ε =
16d2 tanh2 (bχ)

((d+ 1) cosh (2bχ)− d+ 1)2 ,

η =
d (1− 2ξ1 cosh (2bχ) + ξ2 cosh (4bχ)) sech6 (bχ)

6(3d− 1)
(
d tanh2 (bχ) + 1

)2 .

with ξ1 = (5d+ 1) /(9d− 3) and ξ2 = (d + 1)/(9d− 3). Solving the equations of ε = 1 and

|η| = 1, we get

ε = 1→ d1 =
2 cosh2 (bχ) coth (bχ)

4∓ sinh (2bχ)
,

|η| = 1→ d2 =


(∆1±∆2) coth2(bχ)

cosh(4bχ)+16 cosh(2bχ)−65

(∆3±∆4) coth2(bχ)
cosh(4bχ)−16 cosh(2bχ)+63

,

(61)

where ∆1 = 8
√

cosh (4bχ)− 4 cosh (2bχ) + 4, ∆2 = cosh (4bχ) + 8 cosh (2bχ) − 17, ∆3 =

8
√

5− 4 cosh (2bχ), and ∆4 = cosh (4bχ)−8 cosh (2bχ)+15. Due to the complicated formula,

we plot d versus χ/MPl in Fig. 19 and find that the inflation will occur at the regime |d| > 1/2

since inflaton will go down to the vacuum of potential without truncation when |d| < 1/2.

The evolution of slow-roll parameters in terms of inflaton field are shown in Fig. 20.

When d > 1/2, there is a minimum for the potential at χm = 0, and the gradient increases

as d increases, which indicates that inflation can be truncated only with large d. Based on

the evolution of slow-roll parameters from Fig. 20, one can find that inflation will end if
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FIG. 20. The evolutions of the slow-roll parameters ε, η for the inflaton potential in Eq. (60) .

the condition ε = 1 is satisfied when d > 1.937, whereas inflation will frist end at η = 1

until d > 2.291. The predictions ns and r for N = 50 and 60 are shown with dashed lines

in Fig. 21. As d is rising, the scalar spectral index ns is increasing. In the limit d → ∞,

the constant term 1 can be ignored in the potential (60) and then the α-attractor T-model

for φ4 [51] can be achieved. As the parameter d locates in the range −1 < d < −1/2, there

is only a maximum for the potential at χ = 0. However, slow-roll inflation cannot happen

due to the large |η|. While d < −1, there is a maximum at χ = 0 and two minima at

χm = ±
√

2 tanh−1
(√

1/|d|
)

. From the evolution of the slow-roll parameters, inflation only

occurs at the region χ > χm and the predictons are shown with solid lines in Fig. 21. The

spectral index ns and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r slightly depend on the parameter d, and

ns improves when the parameter d goes from −∞ to −1. In the limit d→ −1, the inflaton

χ∗ ∼ 6MPl and e−
√

2χ∗ is small when the pivot scale leaves the horizon, so the potential (60)

can be expanded as

V ' V0(1 + d)2

(
1− 4d

1 + d
e−
√

2χ

)2

. (62)

The E-model [11, 51] is carried out and the predicted observations are

ns ' 1− 8(4N + 1)

(1− 4N)2
, r ' 64

(1− 4N)2
. (63)

The numerical results of the predictions for T- and E-models are also shown as circles

and triangles in Fig. 21, respectively. One notes that the zeroth and first order in e−
√

2χ
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FIG. 21. The CMB predictions for the model in Eq. (60). The circles and triangles are corre-

sponding to T- and E-model, respectively.

TABLE II. The possible parameter space for d.

Condition
d

a2 = 0 case a3 = 0 case

ε = 1 [−∞,−1) ∪ [2.2911,∞] [−∞,−1] ∪ [1,∞]

|η| = 1 [0.5, 2.2911] [−1,−0.5774] ∪ [0.5774, 1]

No truncation [−0.5, 0.5] [−0.5774, 0.5774]

No slow-roll [−1,−0.5]

expansion for the potential of T- and E-models are identical, however, the precise predictions

are different due to the distinction at the higher orders when
√

2χ ' O(1). We conclude

the possible parameter space for d in Table II.

D. a3 = 0 case

The inflaton potential in terms of canoical field χ is

V = V0

(
1 + d tanh

(
χ√
2

))2

, (64)

with V0 = a2
1/c2c3 and d = 2a2

√
c1/a1. The inflaton potential is shown in Fig. 22(a), and

we will only consider inflation with d > 0, given the equivalent potential under the exchange

(d, χ)↔ (−d,−χ). The slow-roll parameters are

ε =
d2sech4 (bχ)

(1 + d tanh (bχ))2 ,

η =
dsech4 (bχ) (2d− d cosh (2bχ)− sinh (2bχ))

(1 + d tanh (bχ))2 .

(65)
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FIG. 22. Inflaton potential in Eq. (64) (a) and its possible parameter space for d (b).

Under the slow-roll conditions, the solutions for the parameter d with respect to inflaton χ

are

ε = 1→ d1 =
2 cosh2 (bχ)

sinh (2bχ)± 2
,

|η| = 1→ d2 =

 −
2 cosh(bχ)(∆1±∆2)

8 cosh(2bχ)+cosh(4bχ)−17

−2i cosh(bχ)±sinh(2bχ)
2i sinh(bχ)±(3−cosh(2bχ))

,

(66)

where ∆1 = 5 sinh (bχ) + sinh (3bχ), and ∆2 = 4
√

cosh (2bχ). From Figs. 22(b) and 23,

one can find that it is hard to end inflation when |d| < 0.5774 due to the too flattened

potential. When d ∈ [0.5774, 1], inflation ends first as the condition |η| = 1 is satisfied, even

the condition ε = 1 has a solution as d > 0.8. There is no extreme point for the potential

and the inflaton rolls from the positive to the negative region. The numerical predictions

are given by dotted lines in Fig. 24 and the spectral index ns increases with d increasing.

With other d ≥ 1, there is a minimum for the potential and inflation can happen in the

two trajectories, right and left sides of the minimum. In both branches, inflation ends when

the condition ε = 1 is satisfied. The predicted ns and r for inflation on the right and left

trajectories are given by solid and dashed lines, respectively, in Fig. 24. As parameter d

is increasing, the index ns on the right trajectory increases, while ns on the left trajectory

decreases. The possible choices for parameter d are also shown in Table II.

As discussed before, in the limit d → ∞, the constant term 1 can be ignored and the

potential in Eq. (64) returns to tanh2(χ/
√

2), which is identical to the potential of the

T-model for ϕ2 [51]. In this way, the left and right trajectories are symmetric and give the

same cosmological predictions, which makes the connection of solid lines and dashed lines in
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FIG. 23. The evolution of the slow-roll parameters ε and η.

N=50

N=60

0.956 0.958 0.960 0.962 0.964 0.966 0.968
0.0010

0.0012

0.0014

0.0016

0.0018

0.0020

ns

r

FIG. 24. The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (64). The circles and

triangles correspond to T- and E-models, respectively.

Fig. 24. While in the limit d→ 1, the E-model can be realized by expanding the potential

in Eq. (64) on the left trajectory as V ∝
(

1− 2d
1+d

e−
√

2χ
)2

. That is why our models connect

the T-model and the E-model in a different approximation.

E. General case

Finally, we discuss the following generic potential in Eq. (47). Similarly, the parameter

V0 can be determined by the constraint As = 2.1×10−9 at horizon crossing. There are three
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FIG. 25. Inflaton potential in Eq. (47) with A > 0 (a) and A < 0 (b).

extreme points for the potential

χ1 =
1√
2

log

(
A3 − 2

A3 − 2B3

)
,

χ2 =
1√
2

log

(
−
√
A2

3 − 4B3 + A3

2B3

)
,

χ3 =
1√
2

log

(
−A3 − sgn(B3)

√
A2

3 − 4B3

2B3

)
.

(67)

The potential with different parameters is shown in Fig. 25. For A3 > 2 and B3 < 0, the

potential has a maximum at χM = χ1 and a minimum at χm = χ3. Similarly, inflation

occurs in the regions [χM , χm] and [χm,∞] since the slow-roll conditions are violated in the

region [−∞, χM ]. The cosmological predictions in both regions are shown in Fig. 26. The

slow-roll parameters and number of e-folding are

ε =
4e2
√

2χ
(
δ0 − δ4e

√
2χ
)2

(
e
√

2χ + 1
)2 (

1 + A3e
√

2χ +B3e2
√

2χ
)2 ,

η =
4e
√

2χ
(
δ0 + 2δ1e

√
2χ − 3δ2e

2
√

2χ + 2δ3e
3
√

2χ +B3δ4e
4
√

2χ
)

(
e
√

2χ + 1
)2 (

1 + A3e
√

2χ +B3e2
√

2χ
)2 ,

N =
1

4

(
− 1

δ0

e−
√

2χ − B3

δ4

e
√

2χ +

√
2γ1

δ2
0

χ− 2γ2

δ2
0δ

2
4

log
(
e
√

2χδ4 − δ0

))
,

(68)

where δ0 = A3−2, δ1 = A2
3−5A3 +2B3 +4, δ2 = 2A2

3−3A3(B3 +1)+4B3, δ3 = A2
3−5A3B3 +

2B3(2B3 + 1), δ4 = A3 − 2B3, γ1 = A2
3 − 2B3 − 2, and γ2 = (A2

3 − 4B3) (−A3 +B3 + 1)2. In

order to obtain a prediction within the 2σ region of the Planck results, we need B3 / −450.

Then these new parameters are approximated to be

δ1 ∼ 2B3, δ2 ∼ (4− 3A3)B3, δ3 ∼ 4B2
3 , δ4 ∼ −2B3.
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Thus, the tensor-to-scalar ratio approximately is

r = 16ε ' 4δ2
4

(B3e
√

2χ)2
∼ 256e−2

√
2χ.

In the region [χM , χm], the pivot scale leaves the horizon at χ∗ ∼ −5MPl, and the tensor-

to-scalar ratio is 10−4, which is consistent with numerical calculations. Moreover, in the

limit B3 → −∞, the slow-roll parameters are independent on the parameter A3. Thus, the

predictions are ns ' 0.9608, r ' 3.8× 10−4 for N = 50 and ns ' 0.9672, r ' 2.7× 10−4 for

N = 60, which locate in the 2σ region of the Planck results and are shown as circles in Fig.

26(a). In the figure, the black scatters of the numerical predictions form a fan where the two

boundaries and vertex of the fan come from the limits A3 → 2, A3 → ∞ and B3 → −∞,

respectively. There is a minimum at χm = χ3 for the potential as setting A3 = 2 and B3 < 0,

so there are two inflationary trajectories for which the predicted ns and r are also shown in

Fig. 26.
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FIG. 26. The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (47) with A3 ≥ 2 and B3 < 0.

(a) In the region [χM , χm]; the circles are in the limit B3 → −∞. The dashed and solid lines are

corresponding to N = 50 and N = 60. (b) In the region [χm,∞].

When the parameters are in the region A3 > 2, B3 > 0, and A3 > 2B3, the potential

has a maximum at χM = χ1. Inflation can occur on both sides of the maximum where the

predicted ns and r are shown in Fig. 27. In order to get predictions which are consistent

with the experimental data, the parameters should be A3 ' B3 or A3 ' 2, B3 ∼ 0. While for

0 ≤ A3 < 2, and A3 < 2B3, inflation can occur on the right side of the minimum χm = χ1

for which the predicted ns and r are shown in Fig. 28.
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FIG. 27. The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (47) with A3 > 2, B3 > 0,

and A3 > 2B3. (a) In the region [−∞, χM ]. (b) In the region [χM ,∞].
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FIG. 28. CMB observations for the model in Eq. (47) with 0 ≤ A3 < 2, A3 < 2B3. Inflation occurs

on the right side of χm.

N=50

N=60

0.960 0.961 0.962 0.963 0.964 0.965 0.966 0.967

0.0011

0.0012

0.0013

0.0014

0.0015

0.0016

ns

r

(a)

N=50

N=60

0.960 0.961 0.962 0.963 0.964 0.965 0.966 0.967

0.0011

0.0012

0.0013

0.0014

0.0015

0.0016

ns

r

(b)

FIG. 29. The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (47) with A3 < 0, B3 > 0,

and A2
3 > 4B3. Inflation occurs in the regions (a) [−∞, χm1] and (b) [χm2,∞].

There are two minima at χm1 = χ2 and χm2 = χ3 and one maximum at χM = χ1 for the

potential with A3 < 0, B3 > 0, and A2
3 > 4B3. Inflation occurs in the regions [−∞, χm1]
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FIG. 30. The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (47) with A3 < 0, B3 > 0,

and A2
3 < 4B3. Inflation occurs in the regions (a) [−∞, χm] and (b) [χm,∞].
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FIG. 31. The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (47) with A3 < 0, B3 < 0,

and A3 < 2B3. Inflation occurs in the regions (a) [−∞, χm] and (b) [χm, χM ].
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FIG. 32. The r versus ns predictions for the inflaton potential in Eq. (47) with A3 < 0, B3 < 0,

and A3 > 2B3. Inflation occurs in the regions (a) [−∞, χm] and (b) [χm,∞]. The circles and

triangles correspond to T- and E-models, respectively.

and [χm2,∞], except the regions [χm1, χM ] and [χM , χm2], where slow-roll inflation cannot
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be realized due to η > 1 at χM . The predicted ns and r are shown in Fig. 29. Moreover,

inflation can happen on both the left and right sides of the minimum χm = χ1 for the

potential with A3 < 0, B3 > 0, A2
3 < 4B3, where the predicted ns and r are shown in Fig.

30. while for A3 < 0, B3 < 0, and A3 < 2B3, the potential is a maximum at χM = χ1 and

a minimum at χm = χ3. Similarly, the possible inflationary trajectories are in the regions

[−∞, χm] and [χm, χM ], and the predicted ns and r are shown in Fig. 31. Especially, the

relationship for parameters is A ∼ 2B in the region [χm, χM ]. At last, for A3 < 0, B3 < 0,

and A3 > 2B3, the potential only has one minimum at χm = χ3, and the predicted ns and r

are shown in Fig. 32. On the right side of the minimum, the predictions of T- and E-models

can also be covered. For the rest of the parameter spaces, there is no extreme point for the

potential, and the slow-roll inflation is not possible on any trajectories.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have studied three classes of no-scale inflation models with one, two, and three moduli

which can be realized naturally via string compactifications. Also, we considered the general

renormalizable superpotential as a three-order polynomials of the inflaton field. The E-

model and T-model for a fixed α are realized in the one modulus model and the three

moduli model, respectively. They are connected by the three moduli model in the limits

2a2
√
c1/a1 → 1 and 2a2

√
c1/a1 → ∞. The detailed analyses of the spectral indices and

the tensor-to-scalar ratio have been preformed, and they are consistent with the Planck and

BICEP/Keck experimental data on the cosmic microwave background. The spectral index is

ns ' 1− 2/N ∼ 0.965 for all models. Similar to the Starobinsky model, the tensor-to-scalar

ratio r in the one and three moduli models are r ' 2/(b2N2), whereas r predicted in the two

moduli models are r ' 83/N4 due to the non-negligible contribution from the higher order

term in potential. The parameter b is defined in terms of N1 as d = 1/
√

2N1. Thus, we have

b = 1/
√

6 for one modulus models and b = 1/
√

2 for three moduli models. The tensor-to-

scalar ratio in models with quartic and quadratic potential is significantly suppressed in no-

scale supergravity, and then they can satisfy the strong bound from the current observations

r0.05 < 0.036. In other words, no-scale supergravity is a viable framework which makes the

excluded models valid again. In the three moduli model, the scalar potential is similar to

that in global supersymmetry, but the Kähler potential is different. Thus, such no-scale
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supergravity becomes a bridge between supergravity and global supersymmetry.
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