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Abstract

Superstring/M-theory is the theory of quantum gravity that can provide the UV-
completion to viable inflation models. We modify the Starobinsky inflation model by adding
the Bel-Robinson tensor T µνλρ squared term proposed as the leading quantum correction
inspired by superstring theory. The (R + 1

6m2R
2 − β

8m6T
2) model under consideration has

two parameters: the inflaton mass m and the string-inspired positive parameter β. We
derive the equations of motion in the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker universe and
investigate its solutions. We find the physical bounds on the value of the parameter β by
demanding the absence of ghosts and consistency of the derived inflationary observables
with the measurements of the cosmic microwave background radiation.
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1 Introduction

The Starobinsky model of inflation [1] is described by the modified gravity action 4

SStar.[gµν ] =
M2

Pl

2

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
R +

1

6m2
R2

)
(1)

with the reduced Planck mass MPl = 1/
√

8πGN and the inflaton (scalaron) mass m, in
terms of metric gµν having the Ricci scalar curvature R, with the spacetime signature
(−,+,+,+). This model has an attractor-type solution describing a quasi-de Sitter expan-
sion of the universe with the slow-roll inflation and a ”graceful exit” in the Friedmann-
Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) universe. Being proposed the long time ago, the
Starobinsky inflationary model is in perfect agreement with the recent measurements of
the cosmic microwave background (CMB) radiation [2, 3, 4]. The only free parameter m
in Eq. (1) is fixed by CMB measurements (COBE normalization) as

m = 1.3

(
55

N

)
10−5MPl = 3.2

(
55

N

)
1013 GeV, (2)

where N is the number of e-foldings describing the duration of inflation.
During slow roll inflation the Hubble function is essentially determined by the R2 term

in the action (1), the inflaton (called scalaron) is given by the physical (scalar) excitation
of the higher-derivative gravity and can be interpreted as the Nambu-Goldstone boson
associated with spontaneous breaking of the scale invariance of the R2-gravity action, see
e.g., Refs. [5, 6, 7] for a review of these features.

However, the Starobinsky inflation is unstable against adding generic terms of the higher-
order in the spacetime curvature to the action (1). In other words, the Starobinsky inflation
is ultra-violet (UV) sensitive against quantum gravity corrections that have to be added
because of nonrenormalizability of the quantum field theory (1), while the higher-order
curvature terms are expected to be relevant in the high-curvature regime of inflation. Some
simple candidates for the higher-order curvature terms were studied in the context of mod-
ified gravity and inflation in Refs. [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15], including the vicinity of
the Starobinsky model, with the restrictions on the parameters of the modified gravity
models being found. Some nonlocal generalizations of the Starobinsky inflation model were
proposed in Refs. [16, 17, 18]. However, fixing the structure of the higher-order curvature
terms is possible only in quantum gravity, while it is also of practical importance for infla-
tion phenomenology because expected improvements of precision CMB measurements may
require refinements of the Starobinsky model predictions.

Superstring/M-theory [19] is the mathematically consistent theory of quantum grav-
ity that can provide the UV-completion to viable inflation models and offer insights into
the gravitational effective field theory (EFT) in ten or eleven spacetime dimensions, re-
spectively. As regards the gravitational EFT in four spacetime dimensions, its derivation
requires compactification of extra (hidden) dimensions and moduli stabilization in addition.
The leading corrections to the Einstein-Hilbert gravity action in 10 or 11 dimensions may
be obtained in several ways: either (i) via a perturbative quantum field theory computa-
tion of the renormalization group beta-functions in the two-dimensional supersymmetric
non-linear sigma-model (NLSM) describing a propagation of a test superstring in a curved
space-time with the subsequent (Zamolodchikov-type) action whose equations of motion
give the vanishing beta-functions, or (ii) via an expansion of the superstring graviton scat-
tering amplitudes in powers of the string parameter α′ with the subsequent construction of
the gravitational EFT for them [20], or (iii) from the M-theory compactification or dimen-
sional reduction [21, 22].

4We do not follow historical developments.
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As regards closed (type-II) superstrings, the terms quadratic and cubic in the spacetime
(full) curvature tensor are absent in the gravitational EFT, while the leading correction is
given by the quartic terms, see e.g., the four-loop beta-function of the two-dimensional
supersymmetric NLSM, computed by Grisaru, van de Ven and Zanon in Ref. [23], the
corresponding gravitational EFT found by Grisaru and Zanon in Ref. [24], and Refs. [25, 26]
for more details and further generalizations.

The gravitational EFT obtained from perturbative superstring/M-theory is the subject
to ambiguities related to field redefinitions of spacetime metric [26]. In particular, neither
the R2 term nor the coefficient in front of it can be fixed that way. Nevertheless, the R2

term with a positive coefficient can be added to the gravitational EFT because it is the
only ghost-free term in the quadratically generated gravity, while its coefficient can be fixed
by phenomenological considerations. Of course, this proposal goes beyond the perturbative
superstring theory because the R2 term is supposed to be considered nonperturbatively
(with the extra physical degree of freedom given by scalaron), whereas the known leading
superstring correction found in Ref. [24] is perturbative by its derivation.

Moreover, details of compactification and moduli stabilization are highly non-trivial,
while no viable solution is available for our Universe besides anthropological considera-
tions. Nevertheless, spontaneous compactification and moduli stabilization are possible in
principle by using fluxes in hidden dimensions [27], while the stabilization of string dilaton
and axion is only possible by nonperturbative (instanton-type) corrections with respect to
the string coupling constant, leading to a non-vanishing scalar potential for the dilaton and
axion fields [28].

An attempt to get the quartic curvature terms in the four-dimensional gravitational
EFT by dimensional reduction of the effective M-theory action [21, 22] in 11 dimensions
was made in Ref. [29] leading to their structure in the form of the Bel-Robinson (BR)
tensor squared. However, those terms alone cannot describe inflation because of very low
duration (just a few e-foldings). Since any viable inflationary model in modified gravity has
to have the R2-term [7], the improved Starobinsky-Bel-Robinson (SBR) modified gravity
action in four dimensions was proposed in Ref. [30] by combining the R2 and the BR tensor
squared terms. Assuming that string dilaton and axion are stabilized, we can ignore their
kinetic terms and keep only their mass terms, while the linear coupling of dilaton and
axion to gravity in string theory is known via the Euler density and the Pontryagin density,
respectively, in the leading approximation. This directly leads to the SBR action, see Sec. 2.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we formulate the SBR gravity action.
The equations of motion are derived in Sec. 3 where we also find the nonlinear ordinary
differential equation (ODE) for the Hubble function in the FLRW background. The relevant
ODE solutions are derived both analytically and numerically in Sec. 4. The inflationary
observables are discussed in Sec. 5, where we obtain the observational bounds on the size
of the quantum corrections. Section 6 is our Conclusion. Appendices A, B, C and D are
devoted to mathematical details. We do not provide an introduction to inflation and an
analysis of metric perturbations because they can be easily found in many publications.
The list of our references is limited to directly relevant papers.

2 Setup

The Bel-Robinson (BR) tensor in four spacetime dimensions is defined by [31, 32, 33]

T µνλρ ≡ RµαβλRν
αβ

ρ + ∗Rµαβλ ∗Rν
αβ

ρ

= RµαβλRν
αβ

ρ +RµαβρRν
αβ

λ − 1

2
gµνRαβγλRαβγ

ρ , (3)

by analogy with the energy-momentum tensor of the Maxwell theory of electromagnetism.
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In curved four-dimensional spacetime, we use the lower case Greek letters for vector
indices. More notation is given in Appendix A together with some basic equations of
Riemann geometry. We define dual tensors with the help of Levi-Civita tensors, e.g.,

∗Rµνλρ =
1

2
EµναβR

αβ
λρ , Eµνλρ =

√
−g εµνλρ , (4)

where εµνλρ is the constant Levi-Civita symbol from Minkowski (flat) spacetime.
The SBR gravity action is defined by [30]

SSBR[gµν ] =
M2

Pl

2

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R +

1

6m2
R2 − β

8m6
T µνλρTµνλρ

]
, (5)

where we have introduced the dimensionless coupling constant β > 0. 5

The BR tensor squared can be rewritten in terms of the Euler and Pontryagin densities
squared by using the identities [33]

T µνλρTµνλρ =
1

4

(
P 2

4 − E2
4

)
=

1

4
(P4 + E4) (P4 − E4) , (6)

where the Euler and Pontryagin (topological) densities have been introduced in D = 4
dimensions as

E4 = ∗Rµνλρ
∗Rµνλρ and P4 = ∗RµνλρR

µνλρ , (7)

respectively. It is worth noticing that the Euler density coincides with the Gauss-Bonnet
(GB) term, E4 = G, see Appendix B. Therefore, we can rewrite the SBR action (5) to the
form

SSBR[gµν ] =
M2

Pl

2

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R +

1

6m2
R2 +

β

32m6

(
G2 − P 2

4

)]
, (8)

thus establishing a connection to the modified f(R,G) gravity theories. 6 In particular, the
positive sign of β is consistent with the physical requirement in the F (G) modified theories
of gravity, demanding the second derivative of the F -function to be positive [34].

The classical actions (5) and (8) can also be rewritten to the following form:

SSBR[gµν , φ, χ, ξ] =
M2

Pl

2
SR −

M2
Plβ

32m6
(SG + SP ) , (9)

where we have introduced the auxiliary scalar fields φ, χ and ξ, together with

SR[gµν , φ] =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

(
1 +

φ

3m2

)
− φ2

6m2

]
, (10)

SG[gµν , χ] =

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
χ2

2
− Gχ

)
, (11)

SP [gµν , ξ] =

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
ξP4 −

ξ2

2

)
. (12)

Varying the action (9) with respect to the scalar fields, we get the equations

χ = G, φ = R, ξ = P4 , (13)

while their substitution into Eq. (9) yields back the action (8). The linearization of the
SBR action (8) with respect to R, G and P4 in the actions (10), (11) and (12), respectively,
allows us to identify φ with Starobinsky’s scalaron, χ with string dilaton, and ξ with string
axion, in the presence of their mass terms and the apparent absence of their kinetic terms,
cf. Ref. [35]. Extra terms in the axion potential are needed for its stabilization.

5The constant β used here is different from the β parameter of Ref. [30] by its normalization and sign.
In the context of superstrings and M-theory [30], the constant β must be positive.

6To the best of our knowledge, the P4-terms were never considered in the modified gravity literature.
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3 Equations of motion

A variation of the action SSBR in Eq. (9) with respect to metric variations δgρν is given by

δSSBR =
M2

Pl

2
δSR −

M2
Plβ

32m6
(δSG + δSP ) , (14)

where we have (see Appendix C for details)

δSR =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[(
Rρν −

gρν
2
R
)(

1 +
φ

3m2

)
+

φ2

12m2
gρν

− 1

3m2

(
∇ρ∇ν +∇ν∇ρ

2
− gρν�

)
φ

]
δgρν ,

(15)

δSG =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
− χ2

4
gρν − 2 {[Rgρν − 2Rρν ]�χ−R∇ρ∇νχ

+ 2(Rα
ν∇α∇ρχ+Rα

ρ∇α∇νχ)− 2(gρνRαβ +Rαρνβ)∇β∇αχ
}]
δgρν .

(16)

As regards a variation δSP , we find∫
d4x
√
−gξδP4 =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
Eανρσgλµ∇α∇κ(ξR

ρσκλ) + Eαµρσgλν∇α∇κ(ξR
ρσκλ)

− ξ

4
gµνEαβρσR

ρσ
κλR

αβκλ +
ξ

2
Eαβρσ(gλγRρσ

µλR
αβ

νγ + gκγRρσ
κνR

αβ
γµ)

+
ξ

2
(EανρσR

ρσκλRα
µκλ + EαµρσR

ρσκλRα
νκλ)

]
δgµν . (17)

In the rest of our paper, we are going to apply the SBR theory to inflation in a spatially
flat Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) universe characterized by the metric

ds2 = − dt2 + a2
(
dx2

1 + dx2
2 + dx2

3

)
(18)

with the cosmic scale factor a(t). We find that the P4 term in the SBR action does not
contribute to the equations of motion in the FLRW case, so that we ignore contributions
from the action SP in what follows. Then the equations of motion from the SBR action are(

Rρν −
gρν
2
R
)(

1 +
φ

3m2

)
+

φ2

12m2
gρν −

1

3m2

(
∇ρ∇ν +∇ν∇ρ

2
− gρν�

)
φ

+
β

64m6

[
χ2gρν + 8 {(Rgρν − 2Rρν)�χ−R∇ρ∇νχ

+ 2(Rα
ν∇α∇ρχ+Rα

ρ∇α∇νχ)− 2(gρνRαβ +Rαρνβ)∇β∇αχ
}]

= 0 ,

χ = G ,
φ = R .

(19)

In particular, the trace equation reads

−R
(

1 +
φ

3m2

)
+

φ2

3m2
+

1

m2
�φ+

β

16m6

[
χ2 + 2(R�χ− 2Rαβ∇α∇βχ)

]
= 0. (20)

The FLRW metric also leads to simplifications of the covariant derivatives as (no sums)

Γ0
jj = aȧ, Γjj0 = Γj0j = ȧ

a ≡ H, (21)

G =
24(ȧ)2ä

a3
= 24H2

(
Ḣ +H2

)
and

√
−g G = 8

d

dt
(ȧ3) , (22)
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R =
6

a2

(
ȧ2 + aä

)
= 6

(
Ḣ + 2H2

)
, R00 = − 3

ä

a
= 3H2 − R

2 , Rjj = 2ȧ2 + aä , (23)

R0
j0j = −R0

jj0 = aä , Rj
00j = ä

a , Ri
jkl = ȧ2

(
δikδ

j
l − δ

i
lδ
j
k

)
, (24)

where we have listed only the non-vanishing components of the Christoffel symbols and the
curvature tensors, in the notation i, j, k, l = 1, 2, 3, with the Hubble function H = ȧ/a, and
the dots denoting the time derivatives.

In particular, the second covariant derivatives of a scalar field Φ(t) are given by

∇0∇0Φ = Φ̈, ∇i∇jΦ = −aȧΦ̇δij, ∇j∇0Φ = ∇0∇jΦ = − ȧ
a

Φ̇, �Φ = −Φ̈−3HΦ̇. (25)

The (0, 0)-component of the equations of motion (19) in the FLRW universe reads

3H2

(
1 +

R

3m2

)
− R2

12m2
+
HṘ

m2
=

β

64m6

[
G2 − 48H3Ġ

]
. (26)

The trace equation (20) can be rewritten to the form

R− 1

m2
�R = R +

1

m2

(
R̈ + 3HṘ

)
=

β

16m6

[
G2 − 12

(
H2G̈ + 2HḢĠ + 3H3Ġ

)]
. (27)

The Klein-Gordon terms on the left-hand-side of this equation demonstrate that the scalaron
φ = R is a dynamical field of the mass m, as it should be.

Using the relations

Ṙ = 24 Ḣ H + 6 Ḧ and Ġ = 48H
(
H2 + Ḣ

)
Ḣ + 24H2

(
2HḢ + Ḧ

)
, (28)

we rewrite Eq. (26) in terms of the Hubble function H(t) and its time derivatives as

2
(
m4 + 3β H4

)
HḦ−

(
m4 − 9β H4

)
Ḣ2+6

(
m4 + 3β H4

)
H2Ḣ−3β H8+m6H2 = 0 . (29)

This non-linear ordinary differential equation (ODE) is one of the main new results of this
paper. It is consistent with the results of Ref. [1] in the case of β = 0.

In terms of the e-foldings number N = − ln(a/aend) running backwards with time, the
relations

dN = −Hdt , Ḣ = −HdH

dN
≡ −HH ′ and Ḧ = HH ′

2
+H2H ′′ , (30)

where the primes denote the derivatives with respect to N , allow us to transform Eq. (29)
to the following non-linear ODE:

2
(
m4 + 3 β H4

)
HH ′′+

(
m4 + 15β H4

)
H ′

2−6H
(
m4 − 3 β H4

)
H ′−3β H6 +m6 = 0. (31)

Next, by using the relation

R = 6
(
2H2 −HH ′

)
, (32)

we rewrite Eq. (31) as the following dynamical system:

H ′ = 2H − R

6H
,

R′ =
1620βH8 − 252βH6R + 9βH4R2 + 12m4(3m2 +R)H2 −m4R2

12H2 (m4 + 3βH4)
.

(33)
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The parameter m can be removed from Eq. (29) by using the dimensionless variables
h = H/m and τ = mt, which yields

2h
(
1 + 3βh4

) d2h

dτ 2
−
(
1− 9βh4

)(dh
dτ

)2

+ 6h2
(
1 + 3βh4

) dh
dτ

+ h2
(
1− 3βh6

)
= 0 . (34)

In turn, Eq. (34) can be rewritten as

dRh

dτ
=

1

h(1 + 3β h4)

[
1

12
R2
h −Rhh

2 − 3h2 − 3

4
β
(
Rh − 10h2

) (
Rh − 18h2

)
h4

]
, (35)

dh

dτ
=

Rh

6
− 2h2, (36)

after rescaling Rh = R/m2. The System (33) is equivalent to

h′ = 2h− Rh

6h
,

R′h =
1620βh8 − 252βh6Rh + 9βh4R2

h + 12(3 +Rh)h
2 −R2

h

12h2 (1 + 3βh4)
.

(37)

Some solutions to these equations are derived in Sections 4 and 5.

4 Solutions for FLRW background

An exact inflationary solution to Eq. (29) for the Hubble function in the FLRW universe
is unknown in a finite form even in the case of β = 0 but analytical approximations of
the solution in the form of Laurent series are important for cosmological applications.
Numerical solutions can also be used for that purpose, while the value of the parameter β
becomes important. We derive the physical conditions on the parameter β in Sec. 5. Some
formal mathematical properties (Painlevé tests) of Eq. (29) are obtained in Appendix D.

4.1 Solutions with β = 0

First, we recall the well-known Starobinsky model of inflation [1], arising from our model
(8) in the case β = 0. Our equation (29) for the Hubble function in this case is consistent
with the results of Ref. [1]. Different aspects of the Starobinsky model of inflation are
described by Refs. [7, 15, 16, 36, 37].

The 00-component of the gravitational equations of motion (26) with β = 0 reads

12H2(R + 3m2)−R2 + 12HṘ = 0 , (38)

and the trace equation (27) with β = 0 gives the Klein-Gordon equation

R̈ + 3HṘ +m2R = 0 . (39)

Using the relation (23), Eq. (38) can be rewritten in terms of the Hubble function H(t)
as the non-linear ODE of the 2nd order (dubbed the Starobinsky equation)

2HḦ − (Ḣ)2 +H2(6Ḣ +m2) = 0 , (40)

whereas Eq. (39) appears to be of the 3rd order in terms of H and its time derivatives. It
is easy to verify that Eq. (39) is a consequence of Eq. (40).

In the slow-roll approximation defined by the conditions∣∣∣Ḧ∣∣∣� ∣∣∣HḢ∣∣∣ and
∣∣∣Ḣ∣∣∣� H2 , (41)

7



Eq. (40) is greatly simplified to
6Ḣ +m2 ≈ 0 , (42)

and has the well-known solution

H(t) ≈ m2

6
(t0 − t) , (43)

where t0 is the integration constant that apparently corresponds to the end of inflation, so
that this leading term in H(t) > 0 should be a good approximation for t � t0. The slow
roll conditions (41) are valid provided that m(t0 − t)� 1.

The slow-roll approximate solution (43) for generic time values appears to be part of
two different series of solutions. On the one side, searching for a more general solution to
Eq. (40) is possible by assuming its expansion in the form of right Painlevé series [38, 39],
with a movable singularity and the most singular term proportional to cp/(t− t0)p as

H(t) =
+∞∑
k=−p

ck(t− t0)k , (44)

where ck are constants, and p is a natural number. Substituting Eq. (44) into Eq. (40), we
get the following analytic expansion:

H(t) = − 1

2(t0 − t)
+
m2

6
(t0 − t)−

2m4

225
(t0 − t)3 +

4

4725
m6(t− t0)5

+
46

1535625
m8(t− t0)7 +O((t− t0)9) .

(45)

The Ricci scalar curvature corresponding to the solution (45) reads

R = 6(Ḣ + 2H2) =
3

5
m4(t0 − t)2 − 3m2 − 4

4875
m8(t0 − t)6 + . . . (46)

and has no singular terms. The solution (45) is the particular case of a more general
(non-attractor) solution in the form of Puiseux series with two integration constants, see
Appendix D.

The solution (45) may be interpreted as a solution for inflation starting at a finite time
and going for a short time t > t0 with the first term as the leading contribution, though with
a singularity at t = t0 and without a slow-roll regime. Being valid only for m |t− t0| � 1,
Eq. (45) cannot be considered as an improvement of the slow-roll solution (43).

In the (R + 1
6m2R

2 − 2Λ) modified gravity model with a cosmological constant Λ, the
equation of motion (40) is changed to

2HḦ − (Ḣ)2 +H2(6Ḣ +m2) =
Λ

3
m2 , (47)

while it has the exact solutions given by [40, 41]

H1 = −m
2

6
(t− t0) with Λ = −m

2

12
(48)

and

H2 =
1

2(t− t0)
− m2

6
(t− t0) with Λ = −m

2

3
. (49)

It implies that substituting the slow-roll solution (43) into the left-hand-side of Eq. (40)
yields a large non-vanishing constant instead of zero, while it is also true for substituting
a sum of the singular and linear terms of the expansion (45). Hence, the singular term in

8



Eq. (45) cannot be treated as the subleading term to the approximate slow-roll solution
(43).

In order to get an attractor (special) solution to Eq. (29), one should use the ansatz in
the form of left Painlevé series [38, 39]

H(t) =

k=p∑
k=−∞

ck(t0 − t)k . (50)

Then we find

H(t) =
m2

6
(t0 − t) +

1

6(t0 − t)
− 4

9m2(t0 − t)3
+

146

45m4(t0 − t)5

− 11752

315m6(t0 − t)7
+O

(
(t0 − t)−9

) (51)

that is the true extension of the slow-roll solution (43) by the subleading terms, being valid
for m(t0− t)� 1. The first few terms of this expansion were found in Refs. [1, 17] by using
approximations to Eq. (29). Being a solution to the exact equation (29), our expansion
(51) is in agreement with Eq. (2.5) of Ref. [17]. This solution is an attractor, it does not
have a movable singularity and describes (formally) eternal inflation up to t→ −∞.

The Ricci scalar curvature corresponding to the solution (51) reads

R(t) =
m4

3
(t0−t)2−m

2

3
− 4

9(t0 − t)2
+

16

5m2(t0 − t)4
− 6908

189m4(t0 − t)6
+O

(
(t0 − t)−8

)
. (52)

To study viable inflationary scenarios, it is useful to change the independent variable in
Eq. (40) from time t to the e-folding number N , which yields

2HH ′′ − 6HH ′ +H ′
2

+m2 = 0 . (53)

Using the identity

HH ′′ = (H ′)
2

+H2

(
H ′

H

)′
,

we rewrite it in the form

2H2

(
H ′

H

)′
− 6HH ′ + 3 (H ′)

2
+m2 = 0 . (54)

The slow-roll solution (43) is given by

H2 =
m2

3
N , (55)

where N is measured backwards from the end of inflation. 7 It allows us to estimate the
maximal value of the Hubble parameter H during inflation by taking Nmax. = 65 as

Hmax. = 4.655m . (56)

Numerical solutions to the exact dynamical systems (35) and (36) for β = 0 with some
initial conditions are displayed in Fig. 1. They are all the attractors, being close to those
in the slow-roll approximate solution (43).

7Compared to Ref. [15], we include the integration constant N0 into N .
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Figure 1: The functions h(τ) (on the left), Rh(τ) (in the center) for different initial con-
ditions, and the phase portrait (Rh, h) (on the right) in the Starobinsky (R + R2) gravity
model of inflation.

4.2 Solutions with a nonvanishing β > 0

The striking feature of Eq. (29) for β > 0 versus the Starobinsky equation for β = 0 is the
existence of a de Sitter exact solution with

HdS = mhdS =
m

(3β)1/6
= const. (57)

that was already noticed in Ref. [29]. Substituting h = hdS + δh with a small τ -dependent
perturbation δh into Eq. (29) leads to a linear equation on δh in the form

d2(δh)

dτ 2
+

3

(3β)1/6

d(δh)

dτ
− 3

1 + (3β)1/3
δh = 0 . (58)

The general solution to Eq. (58) is given by

δh = c−e
α−τ + c+e

α+τ , (59)

where c± are the integration constants and α± are the roots of a quadratic equation,

α± = − 3

2(3β)1/6

[
1∓

√
1 +

4(3β)1/3

3[1 + (3β)1/3]

]
. (60)

In particular, when β1/3 � 1, we have

α− ≈ −
3

(3β)1/6
and α+ ≈ +(3β)1/6 . (61)

Since one of the roots is always positive the solution (57) is unstable.
To the end of this Subsection we derive quantum corrections to the Starobinsky inflation

due to the β-dependent terms, assuming that the parameter β is small, say, of the order
10−5 or less. The upper bounds on the parameter β are obtained from various physical
requirements in Sec. 5.

We search for a perturbative solution to Eq. (29) in the first order with respect to the
parameter β, in the dimensionless form

h(τ) =
1

6
(τ0 − τ)− βh1(τ), (62)

where we have kept only the leading term in the solution to the Hubble function of the
Starobinsky inflation during the slow-roll regime, with the unknown function h1(τ).

10



In the first order with respect to β, we find a linear equation on h1 in the form

(τ0−τ)
d2h1

dτ 2
+

[
1 +

1

2
(τ − τ0)2

]
dh1

dτ
+

1

186624
(τ −τ0)4

[
(τ − τ0)4 + 36(τ − τ0)2 − 108

]
= 0 .

(63)
The general solution to Eq. (63) is given by

h1 = − (τ − τ0)7

653184
− 23(τ − τ0)5

233280
− 7(τ − τ0)3

11664

− 7(τ − τ0)

1944
+

7
√
π

1944
erf

(
(τ − τ0)

2

)
e(τ−τ0)2/4 + C2 + 2C1e(τ−τ0)2/4 ,

(64)

where we have introduced the integration constants C1 and C2. The appearance of the
exponential terms in this solution indicates instability of the Starobinsky inflation solution
outside the slow-roll regime. We restrict ourselves to the slow-roll approximation in what
follows.

Taking into account the slow-roll conditions (41) allows us to simplify Eq. (29) to the
non-linear ordinary differential equation

6
(
m4 + 3βH4

)
Ḣ − 3βH6 +m6 = 0 . (65)

When searching for a perturbative solution to this equation in the first order with respect
to β, we find a simple answer,

H(t) ≈ m2(t0 − t)
6

− β
(m

6

)6

(t0 − t)5

[
m2

14
(t0 − t)2 +

18

5

]
. (66)

The first derivative of the Hubble function (66) with respect to time reads

Ḣ = −m
2

6
+
β m6 (t− t0)4 [(t− t0)2m2 + 36

]
27 · 36

. (67)

The slow-roll conditions (41) also simplify the expressions for Ġ and G2 as follows:

Ġ = 96H3 Ḣ + 24H2 Ḧ + 48H Ḣ2 ≈ 96H3Ḣ, (68)

and
G2 = 576 (H8 + 2H6Ḣ +H4Ḣ2) ≈ 576H6 (H2 + 2 Ḣ) . (69)

Accordingly, we find
48H3Ġ − G2 ≈ (24)2(6ḢH6 −H8) (70)

that allows us to simplify Eq. (26) as

R

(
R

12
−H2

)
−HṘ = 3m2

(
H2 − 3 β H8

m6
+

18 β H6Ḣ

m6

)
. (71)

This equation can be further simplified by noticing that in the first order with respect to
β we have

βḢ ≈ βḢ0 ≈ −
β m2

6
. (72)

Substituting Eq. (72) to Eq. (71) yields

R

(
R

12
−H2

)
−HṘ = 3m2

(
H2 − 3 β H8

m6
− 3βH6

m4

)
. (73)

Numerical solutions to the dynamical systems (35) and (36) for β = 10−5 are displayed
in Fig. 2. They are close to those in the β = 0 case, see Fig. 1.

In terms of e-folds N , the slow-roll solution to the Hubble function reads

h =

√
N

3
+
β N5/2 (N + 4)

72
√

3
+O(β2) . (74)
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Figure 2: The functions h(τ) (on the left), Rh(τ) (in the center) for β = 0 (blue and red
curves) and β = 10−5 (green and brown curves), and the phase portrait (Rh, h) for β = 10−5

(on the right).

5 Physical bounds on the value of β

In Ref. [42] Cano, Fransen and Hertog studied various scenarios of inflation in the neigh-
borhood of the Starobinsky model modified by the higher-order curvature terms, depending
upon the unknown effective function F (H2) entering the equations of motion in the FLRW
universe. Though our modification of the Starobinsky model in Eq. (8) is outside their mod-
ified (higher-derivative) gravity theories because Eq. (29) includes Ḧ, we can apply their
results in the slow-roll approximation under the conditions (41) after the identification of
the parameters as αl2 = 2/m2, where α is the dimensionless coupling constant introduced
in Ref. [42] and l = (α′)1/2 is the fundamental length in superstring theory. Equation (26)
can be put to the form

R

(
R

12
−H2

)
−HṘ = 3m2

(
H2 − 3β

m4
H6 − 3β

m6
H8

)
≡ 3m2F (H2) , (75)

so that the effective F (H2) function of Ref. [42] in our case is given by

F (H2) = H2 − 3β

m4

(
H2
)3 − 3β

m6

(
H2
)4

. (76)

Since β > 0, it corresponds to the F5-scenario in the classification of Ref. [42].
Accordingly, we have

F ′(H2) = 1− 9β

(
H

m

)4

− 12β

(
H

m

)6

(77)

and

F ′′(H2) = −18β
H2

m4
− 36β

H4

m6
, (78)

where the primes here denote the differentiations with respect to H2.
As was demonstrated in Ref. [43], the effective Newton constant in the higher-derivative

gravities must obey the condition (in the notation adapted to the F -function of Ref. [42])

Geff. =
1

8πM2
Pl [F ′(H2) + 4(H2/m2)]

> 0 (79)

in order to avoid graviton ghosts. Given the F -function (76), we find the restriction

1 + 4h2 − 9βh4 − 12βh6 > 0 . (80)
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When using the upper bound on h in Eq. (56), Eq. (80) implies

β < 6.941 · 10−4 . (81)

A stronger condition was also proposed in Ref. [42] by demanding the absence of negative
energy fluxes, which is required by unitarity and causality constraints. This condition
reads [42]

− 4 6
210H2F ′′(H2)

F ′(H2) + 4(H2/m2)
6 4 . (82)

In our case (76), it leads to the condition

β 6
1 + 4h2

6h4 (317h2 + 159)
(83)

that is satisfied when
β 6 4.428 · 10−6 , (84)

where we have used h 6 4.655 from Eq. (56).
Yet another upper bound on β can be obtained from CMB measurements. The results

of Ref. [42] for the observable CMB tilts, specified to our case, are given by

ns = 1− 2

N
− 8βN

9
− βN2

2
(85)

and

r =
12

N2
− 16

3
β − 2βN , (86)

for scalar and tensor perturbations, respectively.
According to the CMB observation data [2, 3, 4], we have

ns = 0.9649± 0.0042, r < 0.036 , (87)

for the tilt ns of scalar (curvature) perturbations and the tensor-to-scalar ratio r.
For example, (i) to get ns = 0.9691 with N = 65, we need β = 4.608 · 10−8, (ii) to get

ns = 0.9607 with N = 55, we need β = 1.857 · 10−6, and (iii) to get ns = 0.9607 with
N = 65, we need β = 3.9 · 10−6.

We summarize our findings in Figures 3 and 4.
Therefore, in order to be consistent with the observed value of the spectral index ns for

all 55 < N < 65, we should demand

β 6 3.9 · 10−6 . (88)

The tensor-to-scalar-ratio r is under the upper bound of Eq. (87) for these values of β.
In order to calculate the β-correction to the observable (CMB) amplitude As of scalar

perturbations, we take the slow-roll parameter ε in terms of the function h2(N),

ε =
1

2

d lnh2

dN
, (89)

and use our solution (74) for h(N). We find

ε ≈ 1

2N
+
β N

3

(
N

8
+

1

3

)
(90)

and

As =
(1 + ζ/9)h2

16π2 ε

m2

M2
Pl

, (91)
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Figure 3: The spectral index ns for 0 6 β 6 3.9 · 10−6 with the e-foldings 55 6 N 6 65.
The dotted lines are the boundaries for the observed value of ns set by the CMB data.

Figure 4: The tensor-to-scalar ratio r for 0 6 β 6 1.857 · 10−6 with the e-folding number
55 6 N 6 65.
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where we have introduced the new parameter ζ as

ζ = − 9 (4 ε+ ns − 1)

8 ε
≈ β N2 (3N + 4)

4
. (92)

Therefore, we get

As =

(
N2

24 π2
+

N5β

864 π2

)
m2

M2
Pl

, (93)

where the first term is standard and has the value Ās = 2.1 · 10−9 for the best fit N = 55.
Substituting m = 1.3(55

N
)10−5MPl into Eq. (93) gives the β-correction and

As ≈ 2.1 · 10−9 + 5.5 · 10−11N3β . (94)

For instance, when N = 65 and β = 10−6, we get the β-correction of the order O(10−3)Ās.

6 Conclusion

The Starobinsky model of inflation [1] is in very good agreement with the current observa-
tional data of the cosmic microwave background radiation [2, 3]. However, the Starobinsky
inflation solution is unstable against adding generic terms of the higher-order in the space-
time curvature. In this paper, we studied physical applications of the Bel-Robinson tensor
T µνλρ squared term, proposed as the leading quantum correction inspired by superstring
theory, to the inflationary stage of the early universe evolution. 8 The proposed gravita-
tional EFT action includes squares of two topological densities E4 = G and P4. The P 2

4

term does not contribute to the evolution equations in a spatially flat FLRW universe,
so that the action reduces to the particular case of the F (R,G) modified gravity on the
FLRW background. Remarkably, the positivity of the new parameter β is a necessary con-
dition for cosmological viability of the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet models [34], while it is also a
consequence of the origin of the Bel-Robinson tensor squared term from superstrings [30].

The string-inspired β-correction in the action (5) leads to the modification of the
Starobinsky equation (40) for the Hubble function, which is given by Eq. (29). Unlike
Eq. (40) that has the quasi-de Sitter solution, Eq. (29) also has the exact de Sitter solu-
tion given by our Eq. (57). Since 3β 6 O(10−5) according to our results in Sec. 5, the
value of HdS is above O(10−4)MPl, where we have used Eq. (2). Therefore, it implies the
existence of a very short de Sitter phase before inflation. The de Sitter solution is not
an attractor and is unstable against perturbations of HdS. Whether the de Sitter phase
really happened before inflation or not depends upon non-perturbative considerations in
superstring/M-theory, which is beyond the scope of this paper.

Since we extended the Starobinsky inflation model by the new parameter β, the predic-
tions for CMB observables are modified. We obtained the leading corrections in the first
order with respect to β and the physical bounds of the parameter β in Sec. 5.

The next generation of CMB experiments e.g., the satellite missions LiteBIRD [45] and
CORE [46], as well as the ground-based experiments POLARBEAR [47], BICEP/Keck
[3] and Simons Observatory [48], will measure the values of the cosmological tilts and the
CMB amplitude with higher precision, which may also probe quantum corrections to the
Starobinsky inflation.

8Physical applications of the SBR gravity to Schwarzschild-type black holes, as regards their Hawking
temperature, entropy, pressure and lifetime in the first order with respect to β, are given in Ref. [44].
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A Riemann geometry notation and useful formulae

We use the natural units c = ~ = 1 in a four-dimensional curved spacetime with local
coordinates xµ and the signature (−,+,+,+). The basic equations of Riemann geometry
with a metric gµν(x) in our notation are (we use lower case Greek letters for D = 4 curved
spacetime vector indices µ, ν, . . . = 0, 1, 2, 3)

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν ,

Γαµν =
1

2
gασ(∂νgµσ + ∂µgνσ − ∂σgµν),

[∇α,∇β]Aµ = Rµ
σαβA

σ ,

Rρ
σµν = ∂µΓρσν − ∂νΓρσµ + ΓρµλΓ

λ
νσ − ΓρνλΓ

λ
µσ ,

Rµν = Rα
µαν = ∂σΓσµν − ∂νΓσµσ + ΓσµνΓ

ρ
σρ − ΓρσνΓ

σ
µρ ,

R = gστRστ = Rσ
σ = gτξΓστξ,σ − gτξΓστσ,ξ + gτξΓστξΓ

ρ
σρ − gτξΓρτσΓσξρ ,√

−g∇µA
µ = ∂µ(

√
−gAµ) ,

[∇α,∇β]T µλ = Rµ
σαβT

σ
λ −Rσ

λαβT
µ
σ ,

� = ∇µ∇µ, (95)

where ∂µ = ∂/∂xµ, Aµ is an arbitrary vector field and T µλ is an arbitrary rank-two tensor
field. As regards a generic tensor field, we have

∇ρT
µ1µ2...µp

ν1ν2...νq
= ∂ρT

µ1µ2...µp
ν1ν2...νq +

∑p
k=1 T

µ1...λk...µp
ν1ν2...νqΓ

µk
ρλk

−
∑q

m=1 T
µ1µ2...µp

ν1...λm...νq
Γλmρνm . (96)

The algebraic Bianchi identities are

Rµνλρ = −Rνµλρ = Rµνρλ = Rλρµν , Rµνλρ +Rρµνλ +Rλρµν = 0 . (97)

The differential Bianchi identities are

∇µR
µ
ν = 1

2∇νR = 1
2∂νR ,

∇µR
µ
νλρ = ∇λRνρ −∇ρRνλ ,

∇σRµναβ +∇νRσµαβ +∇µRνσαβ = 0 . (98)

B Euler density and Gauss-Bonnet-term

By using the identity

εαβγδε
µνλρ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
δµα δµβ δµγ δµδ

δνα δνβ δνγ δνδ

δλα δλβ δλγ δλδ

δρα δρβ δργ δρδ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(99)
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and the algebraic Bianchi identities (97), it is straightforward to verify that

E4 = ∗Rµνλρ
∗Rµνλρ = R2 − 4RαβR

αβ +RαβγδR
αβγδ = G . (100)

C Field variations of geometrical quantities

It is straightforward to get the basic equations for metric variations,

δgµν = − gµρgνηδgρη ,
gρλδg

κλ = − gκλδgρλ ,
δ
√
−g = −

√
−g
2
gµλδg

µλ ,

δΓµλβ = 1
2g

µρ(∇λδgβρ +∇βδgλρ −∇ρδgλβ) ,

δRµ
λαβ = ∇α(δΓµλβ)−∇β(δΓµλα) ,

δRσν = 1
2 (−gνλ∇µ∇σ − gσλ∇µ∇ν + gσµgνλ�+ gµλ∇ν∇σ) δgµλ ,

gµνδRµν = −∇µ∇νδg
µν +�(gµνδg

µν) ,

δ(RαβR
αβ) = 2R α

µ Rανδg
µν + 2RµνδRµν ,

δRµν
αβ = Rµ

λαβ δg
λν + gλνδRµ

λαβ ,

δ (RαβγδR
αβγδ) = δ(R γδ

αβ Rαβ
γδ) = 2R γδ

αβ δRαβ
γδ .

(101)

A variation of the curvature tensor reads

δRγδ
αβ = δgλδRγ

λαβ + gλδδRγ
λαβ , (102)

where
δRδ

λαβ = ∇α

(
δΓδλβ

)
−∇β

(
δΓδλα

)
=
gδρ(∇α∇β −∇β∇α)δgλρ

2
+
gδρ (∇α∇λδgρβ −∇α∇ρδgλβ)

2
−g

δσ (∇β∇λδgσα −∇β∇σδgλα)

2
.

It follows that

δRγδ
αβ =

1

2

(
Rγ
λαβδg

λδ −Rδ
λαβδg

λγ
)

+
1

2
(gβλ∇α − gαλ∇β)

(
∇γδgλδ −∇δδgλγ

)
. (103)

Accordingly, a variation of the GB term is given by

δG = 2RδR−8Rα
µδR

µ
α+2R αβ

µν δRµν
αβ = 2RδR−8RαβδRαβ−8Rσ

νRσβδg
νβ+2R µν

αβ δRαβ
µν ,

where we find

δR = Rµνδg
µν + gµνδRµν = [Rµν −∇µ∇ν +�gµν ] δg

µν ,

δRµ
α = 1

2

(
Rµ
λαβδg

λβ +Rλαδg
λµ + gβλ∇α∇µδgλβ − gαλ∇β∇µδgλβ −∇α∇λδg

λµ + gαλ�δg
λµ
)

δRµν
αβ = 1

2

[
Rµ

λαβδg
λν −Rν

λαβδg
λµ + (gβλ∇α − gαλ∇β)(∇µδgλν −∇νδgλµ)

]
. (104)

Taking these contributions together, we get

δG =
[
2RRρν − 8RραR

α
ν + 2RρµαβR

µαβ
ν + 2(Rgρν − 2Rρν)�−R(∇ν∇ρ +∇ρ∇ν)

+ 4(Rα
ν∇ρ∇α +Rα

ρ∇ν∇α)− 4gρνRαβ∇α∇β − 2Rαρνµ(∇µ∇α +∇α∇µ)
]
δgρν .

(105)

After substituting this variation into the BSR action (11) and integrating by parts we
find∫

d4xχδ(
√
−gG) =2

∫
d4x
√
−g [(Rgρν −Rρν)�χ−R∇ρ∇νχ

+ 2(Rα
ν∇α∇ρχ+Rα

ρ∇α∇νχ)− 2(gρνRαβ +Rαρνβ)∇β∇αχ
]
δgρν .

(106)
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D Painlevé tests

The Painlevé analysis [38, 49, 50] is used in a search for integrable cosmological models in
modified gravity [38, 39, 51]. It was demonstrated in Ref. [52] that the Starobinsky model
passes the so-called weak Painlevé test [38].

A generic solution to Eq. (40) can be written in the form of Puiseux series as follows:

H(t) =
1

2(t− t0)
+ C
√
t− t0 −

m2

6
(t− t0) +

C2

8
(t− t0)2 − m2C

12
(t− t0)5/2

+
2m4

225
(t− t0)3 − 23

88
C3(t− t0)7/2 +

5m2C2

42
(t− t0)4 − 1627m4C

93600
(t− t0)9/2

+

[
4

4725
m6 +

457C4

2464

]
(t− t0)5 − 655m2C3

7392
(t− t0)11/2 +

441797m4C2

28828800
(t− t0)6

− (333311m6 + 21012615C4)C

294053760
(t− t0)13/2 +

[
46

1535625
m8 +

725m2C4

24024

]
(t− t0)7 + . . . ,

(107)

where t0 and C are two constants of integration.
When (t − t0) > 0, a real solution requires a real C, whereas when (t − t0) < 0, a real

solution requires a pure imaginary C. The expansion (107) is valid for m |t− t0| � 1.
The Painlevé test is a procedure for investigating the leading-order behavior of the

general solution in the neighborhood of its singularity. It leads to resonances related to the
appearance of integration constants. The Painlevé test in the Kowalevskaya form consists
of three steps (the methodology of the Painlevé analysis is described in Refs. [38, 49, 50]).
First, we use a simple ansatz for a singular solution to Eq. (29) in the form

H =
c−p
tp

(108)

with constants c−p and p > 0 to be defined. Substituting Eq. (108) into Eq. (29) with a
nonzero parameter β and keeping only the most singular terms, we get the equation

2H5Ḧ + 3H4Ḣ2 + 6H6Ḣ −H8 = 0, (109)

and find that Eq. (109) is satisfied when p = 1 and either c−1 = 1 or c−1 = −7.
Second, by using the results obtained, we extend our ansatz for a solution to Eq. (109)

to the form
H =

c−1

t
+ Ctn−1 (110)

with new unknown constants C and n. Substituting the ansatz (110) into Eq. (109), we
find that the terms linear in C vanish, while n is a solution to the quadratic equation,
whose two roots are given by n1 = −1 and n2 = 4 at c−1 = 1, and by n1 = −1 and n2 = 28
at c−1 = −7. It means that the resonances can arise in the terms proportional to t3 for
c−1 = 1 and in those proportional to t27 for c−1 = −7.

Third, we check the existence of resonances. In the case of c−1 = 1 and n2 = 4, we
substitute the ansatz

H(t) =
1

t
+ c0 + c1t+ c2t

2 + c3t
3 (111)

into Eq. (29), we find that there is no solution in the form of such Laurent series.
When c−1 = −7 and n2 = 28, the corresponding ansatz for a solution to Eq. (29) reads

H(t) = − 7

t
+

27∑
k=0

ckt
k (112)
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with unknown coefficients ck. Substituting Eq. (112) into Eq. (29), we find a solution in
the form of the Laurent series with the leading terms given by

H(t) = − 7

t
+

m4

5488β
t3 +

m6

316932β
t5 +

919m8

45538633728β2
t7 + . . . . (113)

The vanishing sum of the terms proportional to t27 in Eq. (29) leads to a quadratic
equation on β,

8076977541353570304β2 − 29100733749549586432β + 2230185058312760175 = 0, (114)

that has two real solutions,

β+ =
5918093565659

3285161757696
− 121

1642580878848

√
547160457121493937679 ≈ 0.078340116 (115)

and

β− =
5918093565659

3285161757696
+

121

1642580878848

√
547160457121493937679 ≈ 3.524583576. (116)

We conclude that Eq. (29) passes the Painlevé test only for the two values of β > 0. Since
these values of β are positive, our Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet gravity model is cosmologically
viable [34]. However, these values of β are too large for viable inflation.
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