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Inflation using a triplet of Antisymmetric tensor fields
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Abstract. We study an inflation model driven by a triplet of antisymmetric tensor fields, with minimal
and nonminimal couplings to gravity. First, we show that the presence of a triplet of antisymmetric tensor
fields can provide inherent background isotropy in the stress-energy tensor contrary to the past studies
using an antisymmetric tensor field. Inflation is supported in the presence of non-minimal couplings with
gravity. We perform the slow roll analysis and also analyse perturbations to the antisymmetric tensor field
as well as the tensor modes of perturbed metric. The speed of gravitational waves manifested from the
tensor perturbations is tuned to c. We also study the evolution of the gravitational waves, calculate their
power spectrum and tensor spectral index.
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1 Introduction

Inflation is an appealing theoretical paradigm which ex-
plores why the universe appears the way it is. Here, it is as-
sumed that an infinitesmally small patch in the early uni-
verse underwent rapid exponential expansion leading to
the present day observable universe. The theory has been
successful in supporting big bang cosmology while posing
solutions to the problems such as flatness problem, hori-
zon problem and the monopole problem. Further, inflation
gives out a mechanism for the formation of the structures
we see in our universe [1]. The inflationary expansion ex-
cites quantum fields and extends their perturbations from
quantum scales to cosmological ranges. Energy density
fluctuations are generated as these fluctuations grow into
classical scales. Once these classical perturbations reenter
the observable universe, they can induce matter and tem-
perature anisotropies. This is believed to be the reason for
the generation of the observed anisotropy in CMB and the
distribution of large scale structures. Therefore, inflation-
ary model building, has been of great research interest
in recent decades. Generally, inflation models either in-
corporate external driving fields or modifications to grav-
ity [2–7]. Models incorporating single or multiple scalar
fields are quite popular in the scientific literature [1,8–15].

The observational data from the CMB is used to test
the authenticity of such models. The recent Planck CMB
data [16–18] either rules out or applies tight restrictions to
many of the conventional models. In addition, the swamp-
land conjectures from the string theory have put addi-
tional constraints on these scalar field models [19–24]. De-
spite the rich abundance of scalar field models driven by
single and multiple fields, the statistical anomalies in the
CMB such as anisotropy and dipolar asymmetry still re-
main unanswered [17]. This has encouraged researchers to

look for alternative models incorporating vector and ten-
sor fields [25–35].

Vector field models suffer from generic instabilities like
ghost and gradient instabilities [34,36,37]. However, recent
studies of inflation with multiple vector fields have shown
advancements over the previous ones [38–41]. Speaking of
tensor fields, several studies on inflation supported by non-
symmetric tensors, particularly the antisymmetric tensor,
exist in the scientific literature [42–45]. The presence of
antisymmetric tensor in the early universe is motivated
by the superstring models [46–48]. Inflationary cosmol-
ogy employing n−forms was discussed in Refs. [48–52]. n-
forms having couplings with gravity are able to mimic slow
roll inflation. In 4 dimensions, the 3-form and 0-form have
one degree of freedom, where as the 1-form and 2-form
have two degrees of freedom. In this sense, 2-form and 3-
form models can be said to be duals to vector and scalar
theories respectively. The detailed analysis of the back-
ground dynamics for the generic n-form inflation model
along with the perturbative evolutions for the 0, 1, 2, 3-
forms are studied in [43, 53]. At linear level, the inflation
model with 2-form fields encounters instabilities similar to
vector field model. For the 3-form field, inflation can be
attained without even necessitating slow roll and can be
freed from instabilities [43, 52]. However, our emphasis is
to show the inflationary solutions attained in the presence
of an antisymmetric tensor field.

Antisymmetric tensor fields of rank 2 and 3 acting
as a standalone driving field for inflation was studied in
Refs. [43,54], where generic instabilities were highlighted.
Afterwards, it was shown models with a driving rank-2 an-
tisymmetric tensor field can give inflationary solutions in
the presence of minimal and non-minimal couplings with
gravity [30–32,55]. These models are devoid of the generic
ghost and gradient instabilities unlike vector field and 2-
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form inflation models studied earlier. Further, they predict
a nearly scale invariant power spectrum for the tensor per-
turbations in quasi de-Sitter limit [31,32,55].

A viable model of cosmic inflation should have stable
de-Sitter solutions, and should be able to support 60-70
e-folds in the quasi de-Sitter limit [56]. A suitable choice
for the background metric is the flat FLRW metric which
obeys the principles of homogeneity and isotropy. For the
(−,+,+,+) signature, our metric reads,

g00 = −1, gij = a(t)2δij (1)

The past studies on antisymmetric tensor field inflation
employed an antisymmetric tensor field Bµν to drive infla-
tion. Following the principles of homogeneity and isotropy,
the stress energy tensor obtained from the Bµν lagrangian
should have a diagonal structure. But this is not inherent
in those models and isotropy is ensured by letting the
non-diagonal components go to 0 [30–32, 55]. This puts
additional constraints on the models. In our work, we try
to get around this inconvenience by using a triplet of mu-
tually orthogonal antisymmetric tensor fields. The use of
three mutually orthogonal fields for achieving isotropy has
been employed in vector field models, similar strategy can
be deployed in 2-form field model also [38, 57–59]. Owing
to the antisymmetric nature of the fields, each field in gen-
eral has 6 independent components. We have the freedom
to choose the background structure of these fields. As a
preliminary study, we are looking at a simple form. Our
choice of the background fields reads as,

B
(k)
0i = 0, B

(k)
ij = B(t)ϵijk (2)

where ϵijk is the completely antisymmetric levicivita ten-
sor of rank 3. Here k runs from 1 to 3 and each k defines
a different antisymmetric field.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section
2 we setup the minimal model. In Section 3 we develop the
non-minimal model, and perform the slow roll analysis in
section 4. In section 5, we look at the energy conditions in
general relativity in the context of our model. The possible
perturbations in our theory are discussed in section 6. We
conclude our findings and address the future possibilities
in section 7.

2 The Minimal model

We begin our analysis employing the simple minimal model
without any explicit couplings of the tensor fields with
gravity. The action is written as,

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g [

R

2κ
− 1

12
H

(k)
λµνH

(k)λµν+

τ

2
(∇λB

(k)λν)(∇µB
(k)µ

ν)− V (B)] (3)

Here g is the metric determinant, R is the Ricci scalar, and
κ is the inverse of squared planck mass. τ is a dimension-

less parameter. The rank three tensor H
(k)
λµν is defined for

each of the three B fields as, H
(k)
λµν = ∇λB

(k)
µν +∇νB

(k)
λµ +

∇µB
(k)
νλ . In the action, the first term in the parentheses

corresponds to Einstein-Hilbert term. The second term
constituting the H tensor is the gauge invariant kinetic
term corresponding to the transformation

B(k)
µν → B(k)

µν + ∂µΛν − ∂νΛµ (4)

The presence of the third term in the action is important
to remove the instabilities while looking at the perturba-
tions in the field. As evident from Refs. [30, 31], the τ
term in the action gives dynamic nature to all the per-
turbed modes and gets rid of ghost and gradient instabil-
ities. V (B) is the potential term which has its functional
dependence on Bµν through the form BµνB

µν [60]. In our
previous works on inflation with a single antisymmetric
tensor field, we have considered potentials quadratic and
quartic in the field Bµν [30, 55]. In this study, we con-
sider a potential term containing terms quadratic in each

of the individual fields. Hence V = B
(k)
µν B(k)µν . With all

this initial setup, we find Einstein equations by varying
the action eq. (3) with respect to the metric tensor gµν .
The Einstein equations in tensor form is obtained as,

Gµν = κTµν (5)

where, Gµν is the Einstein tensor which comes from the
Einstein-Hilbert part of our action. Tµν is the stress-energy
tensor obtained by varying the residual part of the action
with respect to the metric tensor gµν . For a flat FLRW
background spacetime, the components of Gµν reads as,

G00 = 3H2, G0i = 0, Gij = −a2(2Ḣ + 3H2) (6)

Here, a(t) is the scale factor of expansion andH = ȧ(t)/a(t)
is the Hubble parameter. The components of TM

µν are given
as,

TM
00 =

3Ḃ2 +m2B2

2a4
, TM

0i = 0, TM
ij =

−Ḃ2 +m2B2

2a4
δij

(7)
The stress energy tensor is diagonal for this ansatz of
triplet fields. We can redefine B(t) as B(t) = a(t)2ϕ(t)
to simplify our equations [30]. The equations are now,

H2 =
κ

2
[(ϕ̇+ 2Hϕ)2 +m2ϕ2] (8)

2Ḣ + 3H2 =
κ

2
[(ϕ̇+ 2Hϕ)2 −m2ϕ2] (9)

Unlike the single field models, here we don’t need to im-
pose any constraints on the value of B(t) to ensure a di-
agonal energy momentum tensor. Thus our theory can be
considered less constrained compared to the predecessor
antisymmetric tensor field inflation models [30–32,55].

2.1 The de-Sitter solutions

First, we will check whether our model permits de-Sitter
solutions. The spacetime will begin to evolve from the

2



de-Sitter solutions. During inflationary epoch, the Hub-
ble parameter H can be considered a constant due to the
exponential expansion of the universe. Further, the field ϕ
goes through the slow rolling phase after evolving from the
de-Sitter value for about 70 e-folds. The value of ϕ does
not vary significantly during the slow roll phase. Hence, ϕ
can be treated as a constant while deducing the de-Sitter
solutions. Looking for such solutions, we apply the con-
straint ϕ̇ ∼ Ḣ ∼ 0 into our system of equations, eq. (8)
and eq. (9). We get the following solutions,

ϕ2d =
1

κ
H2

d = −m
2

2
(10)

But this solution is inconsistent as can be seen from eq.
(10) that H2

d term is negative. So, we now try to modify
our model by incorporating a non-minimal coupling term
in our action eq. (3).

3 Non minimal coupling

We have seen that the minimally coupled model cannot
account for de-Sitter solutions. This motivates us to work
with nonminimal models. Previous models on antisym-
metric tensor field inflation employed non-minimal cou-
plings for obtaining consistent de-Sitter solutions and tun-
ing the primordial gravitational wave velocity to the ve-
locity of light in vacuum [30, 32, 55]. These models have
incorporated non-minimal couplings with Ricci scalar and
Ricci tensor. The study on the single field inflation anal-
ogous to our choice of the triplet fields have shown that
the primordial GW velocity can be tuned to c in the pres-
ence of the coupling with Ricci tensor irrespective of the
presence of the Ricci scalar coupling [32]. So we add the
nonminimal coupling term between the tensor field triplet
and Ricci tensor to our initial action eq. (3). The strength
of the coupling is controlled by the parameter ζ which has
the dimensions of M−2

pl . The action now becomes,

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g[ R

2κ
− 1

12
H

(k)
λµνH

(k)λµν −B(k)
µν B

(k)µν+

τ

2
(∇λB

(k)λν)(∇µB
(k)µ

ν) +
ζ

2κ
B(k)λνB(k)µ

νRλµ] (11)

The Einstein’s equations now get modified into,

H2 + 2ζHϕϕ̇ =
κ

2
[(ϕ̇+ 2Hϕ)2 +m2ϕ2] (12)

2Ḣ + 3H2 + ζ(2ϕϕ̈+ 2ϕ̇2 − 4Ḣϕ2 − 12H2ϕ2) =
κ

2
[(ϕ̇+ 2Hϕ)2 −m2ϕ2] (13)

The de-Sitter Solutions are given as,

ϕ2d =
1

κ+ 3ζ
H2

d =
κm2

6ζ − 2κ
(14)

From now onwards we will be using the dimensionless pa-
rameter y = ζ/κ instead of the coupling strength ζ. We

can see here that H2
d can be made positive by constraining

y. Positivity of the values found in eq. (14) can be ensured
by keeping y > 1/3. These de-Sitter solutions should be
stable to small fluctuations. We now check the stability
by perturbing the Einstein equations around the de-Sitter
background. We substitute ϕ as ϕd+δϕ and H as Hd+δH
in equations (12) and (13). At linear order, the perturbed
equations can be cast into a matrix form given as,

Θ̇ = ΛΘ (15)

with Θ =

(
δϕ
δH

)
, and the coefficient matrix Λ as,

Λ =

 −κ(m2+4H2
d)

2Hd(ζ+κ)
1−2κϕ2

d

ϕd(ζ+κ)
ϕd(κm

2(ζ+2κ)−4ζ(6ζ+7κ)H2
d)

2(ζ+κ)(−1+2ζϕ2
d)

Hd(3ζ+2κ−2ζ(6ζ+7κ)ϕ2
d)

(ζ+κ)(−1+2ζϕ2
d)


(16)

The solution of this differential equation is given as,

Θ = C1e
λ1t + C2e

λ2t (17)

where λ1 and λ2 are the eigen values of the coefficient
matrix Λ. C1 and C2 are column vectors consisting of ar-
bitrary integration constants. We can calculate the eigen
values from the trace and determinant of Λ,

λ1 + λ2 = Tr(Λ) = αHd (18)

λ1λ2 = Det(Λ) = βH2
d (19)

with,

α =
κ(ζ − 3κ)

(ζ + κ)2
=

y − 3

(1 + y)2
, β =

4(−9ζ2 + κ2)

(ζ + κ)2
=

4− 36y2

(1 + y)2

(20)
Thus the eigen values are found to be,

λ1(2) =
Hd

2
(α+ (−)

√
α2 − 4β) (21)

λ1 is always positive and λ2 is always negative for our pa-
rameter range, i.e for y > 1/3. If C1 in eq. (17) becomes
0, then we will have a decaying solution. Thus the pertur-
bations around the de-Sitter values will decay in time and
the de-Sitter background will be stable. Though, it is not
clear at this time how to obtain such a solution without
constraining the parameter y and the coefficients (C1, C2),
we leave this problem for consideration in the future.

4 Slow roll analysis

The de-Sitter solutions correspond to an idealistic scenario
where H and ϕ are strictly constants. We now relax the
strictness on the constancy of H and ϕ. This is called
quasi-de-Sitter or slow roll limit. For addressing a viable
inflationary scenario, the model should be able to support
at least 70 e-folds of inflation [56]. This condition can be
accomplished through the slow roll parameters.
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4.1 Slow roll parameters

We can choose the same slow roll parameters used in the
predecessor models [32,55]. They are defined as,

ϵ = − Ḣ

H2
, δ =

ϕ̇

Hϕ
(22)

Here, the slow roll parameter ϵ controls the acceleration
of the universe. The parameter δ is related to the flat-
ness of our potential V (ϕ). These slow roll parameters
constitute of only first order time derivatives whereas the
popular scalar field inflation models constitute of second
order time derivatives too. Having a complicated back-
ground structure, during slow roll analysis, we are looking
for a simpler case where the slow roll parameters consti-
tute only first order time derivatives. We now differentiate
Einstein equation, eq. (12) with respect to time t. It can
be expressed in terms of slow roll parameters as,

2H2(ϵ+ 2κϕ2(δ − ϵ)) +m2κϕ2δ +O(ϵ2, δ2) = 0 (23)

Einstein equation eq. (13) can be written as,

ϵ(1− 2ζϕ2) + κϕ2δ +O(ϵ2, δ2) = 0 (24)

From the above equations, we can obtain the following
relation, up to linear order in slow roll parameters.

δ = −2ϵ(y − 1)

3y
(25)

Fig. 1: The figure shows the ratio of the absolute value of
the slow roll parameters

From fig. (1), we can see that the slow roll parameters are
nearly of the same order for most of the y range. A small
value of δ will keep the driving potential V (ϕ) sufficiently
flat. Also, this will ensure that ϵ is small, satisfying the

requirements for slow roll inflation. The number of e-folds
of inflation, N , can be related to the slow roll parameter
δ by the following relation,

N =

∫ tf

ti

Hdt =

∫ ϕf

ϕi

H

ϕ̇
dϕ =

1

δ

∫ ϕf

ϕi

1

ϕ
dϕ =

1

δ
ln

(
ϕf
ϕi

)
(26)

Here, the slow roll parameter δ appears in the denomina-
tor. Hence, by making δ small, enough number of e-folds
can be ensured during inflation. We can write,

δ <
1

70
ln

(
ϕf
ϕi

)
(27)

4.2 Evolution of slow roll parameters

Now we look at the evolution of the slow roll parameters.
For developing their dynamics, we need to rewrite our
system of Einstein equations in terms of these slow roll
parameters. We try to analyse the evolution with respect
to the number of e-folds, N . The derivative with respect
to N is represented as a ′ over the quantity. Differentiat-
ing the Einstein equations with respect to t and rewriting
them in terms of the slow roll parameters will yield,

(28)ϵδ′ − ϵ2δ + 2(−1 + y)(δ′ + ϵ2) + (−1 + 4y)δ2

+ (1 + 2y)ϵδ − 2(1 + 3y)δ + 2(1− 3y)ϵ = 0

(29)

2ϵ3δ − ϵ′ϵδ − 2ϵ2δ′ + ϵ′δ′ + (−2 + 8y)δ3

+2(1− 6y)ϵδ2 +4(1− y)ϵ3 − (1+ 4y)ϵ2δ

− (2− 12y)δδ′(1− 2y)ϵ′δ + (3− 6y)ϵδ′

+2(−1+y)ϵϵ′+2yδ′′−7δ2+3(1+6y)ϵδ

+ 2(−1 + 5y)ϵ2 − 2δ′ − 2(1 + y)ϵ′

+ 2(1− 9y)δ + 2(−5 + 3y)ϵ = 0

where we have used the relations,

...
ϕ

H3ϕ
= δ′′ − ϵδ′ − ϵ′δ +

ϕ̈

H2ϕ
(3δ − 2ϵ) + 2ϵδ2 − 2δ3 (30)

1

κϕ2
= 1+3y− ϕ̈

2H2ϕ
+
δ2

2
+ δ

(
1

2
− 2y

)
+ ϵ(1−y) (31)

ϕ̈

H2ϕ
= δ′ + δ2 − ϵδ (32)

Ḧ

H3
= 2ϵ2 − ϵ′ (33)

Differentiating eq. (28) with respect to N , we get,

ϵ′δ′+ϵδ′′−2ϵϵ′δ−ϵ2δ′+2(−1+y)(δ′′+2ϵϵ′)+2(−1+4y)δδ′

+ (1 + 2y)(ϵ′δ + ϵδ′)− 2(1 + 3y)δ′ + 2(1− 3y)ϵ′ = 0
(34)
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Fig. 2: The figures show the evolution of ϵ with respect to N . The figure on right gives the enlarged view.

Eqs. (28) and (34) represent our system of equations
which we try to evaluate using numerical integration. For
numerical evaluation, we can define the variable,

α = δ′ =⇒ α′ = δ′′ (35)

Thus the system of equations takes the form,

α′ = f1(α, ϵ, δ), ϵ′ = f2(α, ϵ, δ), δ′ = α (36)

with

f1(α, ϵ, δ) =
f1n(α, ϵ, δ)

f1d(α, ϵ, δ)
, f2(α, ϵ, δ) =

f2n(α, ϵ, δ)

f2d(α, ϵ, δ)
(37)

The explicit forms of the functions f1n, f2n, f1d and f2d
are given in Appendix A. Using these functional forms, we
evaluate the system of equations given in eq. (36) using
4th order Runge Kutta method. The system is evolved
from an initial value of the order of 10−2 for the slow roll
parameters. The results for different values of y are shown
in fig. (2).

We can see that as the value of y increases the slow roll
phase is short lived and the value of slow roll parameter
ϵ increase rapidly such that it becomes significantly large.
We have to choose the coupling values y such that the slow
roll phase is ensured for at least 70 e-folds of inflation.
Since y is constrained to be less than 1/3, we can select a
value of y in the allowed range near 1/3.

5 Energy Constraints

In this section, we look at the energy conditions satisfied
by our tensor field theory. An energy condition, crudely
speaking, is a relation one demands the stress-energy ten-
sor to satisfy for invoking the notion that ’energy should
be positive’. They are not exactly physical constraints for
a system, but are rather mathematically imposed bound-
ary conditions. The general energy conditions featured in

general relativity are the Weak, Null, Strong and Domi-
nant energy conditions. To put the energy conditions in a
concrete form, we can assume the stress-energy tensor to
admit the following form for our Friedmann background,

Tµν =

ρ 0 0 0
0 p1

a2 0 0
0 0 p2

a2 0
0 0 0 p3

a2

 (38)

where, ρ is the energy density and pi are the pressures. In
our case, we can write,

ρ =
3

2

(
m2ϕ2 + (ϕ̇+ 2Hϕ)2 − 4yHϕϕ̇

)
(39)

Similarly the pressure pi can be written as,

pi =
1

2
[m2ϕ2 − (ϕ̇+ 2Hϕ)2 + 2y(ϕϕ̈+ ϕ̇2 − 2Ḣϕ2

− 6H2ϕ2)] (40)

The requirements for the energy conditions are summa-
rized in Table (1).
For our model, we can write the following relations upto
first order in slow roll parameters,

1

κϕ2
≈ 1+3y+

ϵ

2
(1+ y)+ δ

(
1− y

2

)
+O(ϵ2, δ2, ϵδ) (41)

m2

2H2
≈ −1+ 3y+

ϵ

2
(1+ y) + δ

(
−1 +

3y

2

)
+O(ϵ2, δ2, ϵδ)

(42)
Using the above relations, we can approximate the energy
density and pressure as,

ρ ≈ 3

2
H2ϕ2(2 + 6y + ϵ(1 + y) + δ(2− y)) (43)

pi ≈ −H2ϕ2
(
3 + 9y − ϵ

2
(1 + 9y) + δ

(
3− 3y

2

))
(44)
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Name Statement Conditions

Weak Tαβv
αvβ ≥ 0 ρ ≥ 0, ρ+ pi > 0

Null Tαβk
αkβ ≥ 0 ρ+ pi ≥ 0

Strong (Tαβ − 1
2
Tgαβ)v

αvβ ≥ 0 ρ+
∑

ipi ≥ 0, ρ+ pi ≥ 0

Dominant −Tα
βv

β future directed ρ ≥ 0, ρ ≥ |pi|

Table 1: Energy Conditions

From the form of ρ and pi given in eqs. (43) and (44),
it is straightforward to see that Weak, Null and Domi-
nant energy conditions are satisfied, whereas the Strong
energy condition is violated. This is a typical feature of
cosmic inflation models where the positive acceleration of
the universe requires ρ+ 3p to be negative [61].

6 Perturbations

We now look at the possible perturbations in our model.
The perturbations can simultaneously arise from both the
metric as well as from the triplet of fields driving infla-
tion. Following SVT decomposition, [56, 62], the metric
perturbations can be expressed in the following form,

δg00 = −ψ δg0i = a(∂iχ+ Ei)

δgij = a2(−2αδij + 2∂ijβ + (∂iFj + ∂jFi) + hij)
(45)

where ψ,χ,α and β are the scalar modes, Ei and Fi are di-
vergence free vector modes, and hij constitutes the trace-
less, non-transverse tensor modes. Following the SVT de-
composition theorem, the dynamical equations for scalar,
tensor and vector modes separate at linear order and there-
fore can be studied individually. Initially, we are switching
off the scalar and vector modes and considering only the
tensor perturbations coming from the metric. The pertur-
bations coming from the field triplet take the following
form,

δB
(1)
0i = −Ei, δB

(1)
0i = ϵijkMk

δB
(2)
0i = −Fi, δB

(2)
0i = ϵijkNk

δB
(3)
0i = −Gi, δB

(3)
0i = ϵijkOk

(46)

Consider the perturbations from the first field δB
(1)
µν . They

can be decomposed in the following manner.

E⃗ = ∇⃗u+ U⃗ , M⃗ = ∇⃗v + V⃗ (47)

where U⃗ and V⃗ are divergence free vector fields. Similar

decomposition holds for the vectors F⃗ , N⃗ , G⃗ and O⃗ respec-
tively. It is evident from the above that such a structure
doesn’t permit tensor modes. Hence, the perturbations
from the field triplet do not couple with the tensor per-
turbations coming from the metric, and hence they can be
studied separately. Initially, we look at the field triplet per-
turbations, keeping our metric at the background value.
We follow the perturbative analysis performed in Refs.

[31, 55] to check for ghost instabilities. Ghost instabili-
ties are seen when the coefficients of the kinetic terms in
the perturbed action acquire negative coefficients. They
make the theories ill defined and makes the energy to be
unbounded from below. Further, we make use of Fourier
space, to get rid of the spatial derivatives in our perturbed
action. The coefficient matrix is given by,

T = diag

 k2

2a(t)

1

2a(t)

1

2a(t)

k2a(t)τ

2

a(t)τ

2

a(t)τ

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
3 times

· · · · · ·


(48)
The coefficient matrix consists of the above block repeated
thrice. Since our coefficient matrix is diagonal, the diago-
nal elements constitute the eigen values. They are positive,
given the condition τ > 0. Thus, our theory is free from
ghost instabilities. We note that these ghost-free condi-
tions are subject to the conditions akin to the results of
Refs. [31, 55], particularly our choice of the background

fields B
(j)
µν , the metric, and considering only the pertur-

bations in the background field triplet. In a more general
scenario, we can expect pathological instabilities since all
the eighteen degrees of freedom are propagating, and will
be the subject of future endeavors. Also, the general analy-
sis would involve the scalar and vector modes in the metric
as well and will be addressed in future works as the anal-
ysis will be cumbersome. Now, we look at the other part,
consisting of the tensor modes from the metric. Here, we
keep the field triplet at their background values. The met-
ric tensor in this scenario reads as,

g00 = −1, g0i = 0, gij = a2(δij + hij) (49)

The tensor perturbation hij is inherently gauge invariant
at linear order [63]. These tensor modes are expected to
propagate as gravitational waves. The presence of such
primordial gravitational waves have been hypothesized in
several models of inflation [64–67]. These primordial GWs
are of great interest as they are expected to have signa-
tures regarding the early universe physics. We choose the
following form for hij which satisfies its non-transverse
nature and vanishing trace, [56],

hij =

h+ h× 0
h× −h+ 0
0 0 0

 (50)

Here h+ and h× correspond to the two GW polarizations.
In this configuration, they lie in the X−Y plane, whereas

the wave vector k⃗ is oriented in Z direction. With all this
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information at our disposal, we apply them to our non-
minimally coupled action. We analyse the action at sec-
ond order in the perturbations. This is because the kinetic
terms arise at second order in perturbations. Also, the sec-
ond order action is expected to give rise to gravitational
waves [62]. The second order action can be expressed as,

(51)
SFT
2 =

∑
e=+,×

∫
dtd3k

a3

4κ
[Ωkḣe

†
ḣe

+Ωc(ḣe
†
he + h†eḣe) + Ωgh

†
ehe]

The explicit form of the functions in this expression is
given as,

Ωk = 1 + 2ζϕ2 (52)

Ωc = −2H + 6ζ(ϕϕ̇−Hϕ2) (53)

(54)
Ωg = 6ζ(Ḣϕ2 + 3H2ϕ2) + 3κ((ϕ̇+ 2Hϕ)2 −m2ϕ2)

− 6(Ḣ + 2H2)− k2

a2
(1 + (4ζ − 4κτ)ϕ2)

For eliminating ghost instabilities, the Ωk here must be
positive. In the slow roll limit, we can approximate,

1

κϕ2
≈ 1+3y+

ϵ

2
(1+ y)+ δ

(
1− y

2

)
+O(ϵ2, δ2, ϵδ) (55)

Using this approximation in our expression for Ωk gives,

Ωk ≈ 1 + 5y

1 + 3y
+

(
y

1 + 3y2

)
(δ(−2 + y)− ϵ(1 + y)) (56)

In the above equation, δ can be related to ϵ through eq.
(25). ϵ takes values between 0 and 1. The smallness of
the slow roll parameters will make the expression for Ωk

dominated by its de-Sitter part. Thus for a y value near
1/3, Ωk is positive. Hence, we can see that ghost insta-
bilities are absent. The tensor perturbations propagate in
the form of gravitational waves. Initially, we perform an
estimate of the GW velocity. Varying the action, eq. (51),
with respect to h†e we can obtain the equation of motion.

ḧe +

(
Ω̇k

Ωk
+ 3H

)
ḣe +

(
Ω̇c + 3HΩc − Ωg

Ωk

)
he = 0 (57)

In the slow roll limit, using eq. (55), we can estimate the
functions involved in the equation motion.

Ω̇k

Ωk
=

4yκϕ2

1 + 2yκϕ2
Hδ ≈ 4y

1 + 5y
Hδ (58)

Ω̇c +3HΩc −Ωg = F (H,ϕ)+
k2

a2
(1+ (4ζ − 4κτ)ϕ2) (59)

where the function F is given as,

(60)F (H,ϕ) = 4Ḣ + 6H2 + 3κ(m2ϕ2 − (ϕ̇+ 2Hϕ)2)

+ 6ζ(ϕϕ̈+ ϕ̇2 − 2Ḣϕ2 +Hϕϕ̇− 6H2ϕ2)

Using Einstein equations, we can write,

F (H,ϕ) = −2Ḣ − 6H2 + 3κm2ϕ2 (61)

We are placing an additional constraint on the value of m,

which is m = ( ϕ̇ϕ +2H). Why we employ such a condition

will be discussed in the end. Now in this limit,

F (H,ϕ) = H2(2ϵ− 6 + κϕ2(4 + 4δ)) (62)

Thus, we have,

Ω̇c + 3HΩc − Ωg

Ωk
= QH2 +

k2

a2
P (63)

where the functions are given as,

Q =
2ϵ− 6 + κϕ2(4 + 4δ)

1 + 2yκϕ2
P =

1 + κϕ2(4y − 4τ)

1 + 2yκϕ2

(64)
In the quasi de-Sitter limit, we can approximate,

Q ≈ 6− 18y

1 + 5y
+ 4ϵ

(
−1 + y + 6y2

(1 + 5y)2

)
+ 6δ

(
9y + y2

(1 + 5y)2

)
(65)

P ≈ 1 +
y − 2τ

1 + 5y

(
2− ϵ

(
1 + y

1 + 5y

)
+ δ

(
y − 2

1 + 5y

))
(66)

We substitute a wave solution in eq. (57) of the form

he = A exp[−i
∫ t

(cT k/a(t
′))dt′]e⃗ . Here cT is the velocity

of propagation of the gravitational wave, A is a constant
and e⃗ is a constant vector. The dispersion relation turns
out to be,

c2T + i

(
2aH

k

)(
1 +

2y

1 + 5y

)
cT −

(
aH

k

)2

Q− P = 0

(67)
For the deep subhorizon case, we have k >> aH. In this
limit, we can neglect the terms proportional aH

k . So,

c2T = P ≈ 1 +
y − 2τ

1 + 5y

(
2− ϵ

(
1 + y

1 + 5y

)
+ δ

(
y − 2

1 + 5y

))
(68)

In eq. (68), for y = 2τ , we have c2T = 1. Hence, gravita-
tional waves propagate with the velocity of light in vac-
uum. This value of GW velocity is consistent with the re-
cent observations of GWs originating from astrophysical
sources. But a solid proof can only be obtained after their
detection because unlike those from astrophysical sources,
they are of primordial origin. Actually, there is no strin-
gent constraint from inflation on primordial gravitational
wave velocity. But the equality of GW velocity with c can
be necessitated if we are to treat B fields as dark matter
or dark energy.

Now we try to solve eq. (57). We adopt the analysis
performed in Refs. [55, 56].The temporal dependence of
the equations from now will be expressed in terms of the
conformal time coordinate η. The derivative with respect
to η will be denoted by a prime over the quantity. Substi-
tuting the explicit forms of the coefficients in eq. (57), we
have,

7



Fig. 3: The figure shows the estimate of the functions involved in the expression for Q

h′′e +

(
2 +

4y

1 + 5y
δ

)
aHh′e + [k2 + a2H2Q]he = 0 (69)

where, we have approximated P as 1. Using the transfor-
mation, he = a−λh̃e, where λ = 1+ 2y

1+5y δ, we can rewrite

the above equation as,

h̃e
′′
+ h̃e

(
k2 + a2H2 (1 + ϵ− 3λ+Q)

)
= 0 (70)

We can split the function Q into a de-Sitter part, QdS ,
which is the part of Q independent of slow roll parame-
ters(we can obtain this by setting ϵ and δ to 0 which is
the condition we used to obtain de-Sitter solutions), and
two other parts,Qϵ andQδ, which are the respective coeffi-
cients of the slow roll parameters ϵ and δ in our expression
for Q given in eq. (65). Note that we will be employing
similar terminologies for the quantities which we will en-
counter. The estimate of these functions is shown in fig.
(3). Thus,

h̃e
′′
+ h̃e[k

2 + a2H2(1− 3λ+QdS + ϵ(1 +Qϵ)

+Qδδ)] = 0 (71)

In the slow roll limit, we have, aH ≈ −(1 + ϵ)/η. Thus,
we obtain,

h̃e
′′
+

(
k2 − ω2

η2

)
h̃e = 0 (72)

where,

ω2 = 3λ− 1−QdS + ϵ
(
3−Qϵ − 2QdS

)
−Qδδ (73)

Eq. (72) corresponds to the equation of a harmonic oscil-
lator. We now quantize this oscillator and decompose it in
terms of the creation and annihilation operators.

ˆ̃
he(k, η) = νe(k, η)âk⃗ + νe(k, η)

∗â†
k⃗

(74)

where νe(k, η) should satisfy,

νe(k, η)
′′ +

(
k2 − ω2

η2

)
νe(k, η) = 0 (75)

We define the variables p = −kη and ν̃e = p−
1
2 νe. In terms

of these variables eq. (75) can be rewritten into a Bessel
differential equation of order parameter ν as follows,

p2
d2ν̃e
dp2

+ p
dν̃e
dp

+ (p2 − ν2)ν̃e = 0 (76)

Here ν2 = ω2 + 1
4 . The order parameter ν can be approx-

imated as,

ν ≈ 3p

2
+ ϵ

(
1− q

p

)
+ δ

(
f −Q/3

p

)
(77)

with,

f =
2y

1 + 5y
, p =

√
1− 4

9
QdS , q =

Qϵ + 2QdS

3
(78)

The solution of Bessel’s differential equation can be writ-
ten as a sum of the Hankel functions of first and second
kind. In our case, we get,

νe(p) =
√
p[A1H

(1)
ν (p) +A2H

(2)
ν (p)] (79)

where H
(1)
ν (p) and H

(2)
ν (p) are Hankel functions of the

first and second kind respectively. Note that subhorizon
and super horizon limits are represented by the condi-
tions p >> 1 and p << 1 respectively. First we look at
the subhorizon case. For p >> 1, we have the following
asymptotic forms for the Hankel functions [55,62],

H(1)
ν (p) ≈

√
2

πp
e−

iπ
4 (1+2ν)eip (80)

8



Fig. 4: The figure shows the estimate of the functions involved in the expression for m

H(2)
ν (p) ≈

√
2

πp
e

iπ
4 (1+2ν)e−ip (81)

We need to match our solution with boundary values
to determine the coefficients A1 and A2. For this, we as-
sume the universe at early times to be in the Bunch-Davies
vacuum state [68]. The properly normalized solution will
be,

νe(k, η) =
1√
2k
e−ikη (82)

Matching with this plane wave solution in the subhorizon
limit, we have,

A1 =
1

2

√
π

k
ei(ν+

1
2 )

π
2 , A2 = 0 (83)

Thus the exact solution in the subhorizon limit will be,

νe(k, η) =

√
π

2
ei(ν+

1
2 )

π
2
√
−ηH(1)

ν (−kη) (84)

For p << 1, H
(1)
ν takes the following asymptotic form.

H(1)
ν (p) ≈

√
2

π

Γ(ν)

Γ(3/2)
e−iπ

2 2ν−
3
2 p−ν (85)

Thus in the super horizon limit we have,

νe(k, η) =
Γ(ν)

Γ(3/2)
ei(ν−

1
2 )

π
2 2ν−

3
2

1√
2k

(−kη) 1
2−ν (86)

where Γ is the Euler function. a varies as η−(1+ϵ) in the
quasi de-Sitter limit. Hence, the tensor modes become,

he(k, η) =
νe(k, η)

a
=

C

kλ+ϵ+ 1
2

(−kη)λ+ϵ+ 1
2−ν (87)

where C is given by Γ(ν)2ν−1(−1)−λ−ϵei(ν−
1
2 )

π
2 /

√
π. Thus

in the superhorizon limit, we have,

he ∝ (−η)m (88)

where m is given by,

m =
3

2
(1− p) + ϵ

(
1 +

q − 1

p

)
+ δ

(
f +

Qδ − 3f

3p

)
(89)

p, q and f are the functions defined in eq. (78). The de-
pendence of the tensor mode amplitude on super horizon
scales depends on the parameter m. The estimate of m in
the slow roll scenario is depicted in fig. (4).

We can see from here that the slow roll coefficients are
of order 0.1−1. The smallness of the slow roll parameters
will reduce their contribution to the value ofm in eq. (89).
The de-Sitter value of m is close to 0 near the boundary
value which is y = 1/3. Choosing a value of y close to this
boundary will lead to a very small m. In this limit, he can
be treated as a constant in propertime on super horizon
scales. This is the expected behaviour of the gravitational
waves after crossing the horizon, i.e, the oscillation ampli-
tude becomes negligible while comparing with the wave-
length and the wavelength is said to be frozen. If we are
to choose a value of y further far from the boundary, the
super horizon modes are no longer nearly constant. They
will have a growing nature as they go more and more out-
side the horizon. The power spectrum is calculated as,

P (k) =
k3

2π2

∑
e

|he|2∝ k3−2ν ∝ kn (90)

Thus, the spectral index, n, is given as,

n = 3(1− p) + 2ϵ

(
q − 1

p

)
+ 2δ

(
Q/3− f

p

)
(91)

The estimate of the functions in the spectral index is
shown in fig. (5). According to the terminology we men-
tioned earlier, the de-Sitter value of n corresponds to the
part of the spectral index which is independent of slow
roll parameters.

9



Fig. 5: The figure shows the estimate of the functions involved in the expression for n

For a value of y near the boundary(x = 1/3), the de-
Sitter part of n is very small and negative. The slow roll
coefficients are of the order 1, but the cumulative effect
will be small since they come together with the slow roll
parameters. Hence, we can obtain a nearly scale invariant
power spectrum in the slow roll limit by choosing y to be
close to 1/3. Note that even for the de-Sitter case, there is
only a near scale invariance, unlike in Ref. [32], where we
obtain a perfectly scale invariant power spectrum in the
de-Sitter limit. Earlier, we had talked about a constraint

which we set in our model, i.e m = ( ϕ̇ϕ + 2H). If we are

not to set such a constraint and apply the analysis for the
F (H,ϕ) given in eq. (61), the tensor modes will have a
strong temporal dependence and we get a power spectrum
with strong scale dependence in the super horizon limit.

7 Conclusion

We analyzed the implications of working with an inflation
model driven by a triplet of antisymmetric tensor fields.
Similar to the previous study on antisymmetric tensor
field inflation driven by a single field, slow roll inflation
with enough number of e-folds is achieved by incorpo-
rating non-minimal couplings with gravity [32]. But the
stress-energy tensor we obtained in this case was diago-
nal. Thus, isotropy is an inherent feature of this model and
there is no need to impose additional conditions for ensur-
ing isotropy, unlike the previous studies. The non-minimal
coupling strength was constrained by looking at the evolu-
tion of the slow roll parameters. Coupling strengths which
allowed the slow roll parameters to maintain a small value
for at least 70 e folds were selected. We also looked at the
energy conditions satisfied by our model. Then we studied
the perturbations, initially only in the driving field triplet,

B
(k)
µν , and then in the tensor sector of the metric gµν . The

model is free from ghost instabilities. Further, we looked

at the primordial gravitational waves that generate from
the tensor perturbations in the metric. The velocity of
these waves was found to be c, which is the velocity of
light in vacuum and matches with the recent GW data
which constrains the GW speed to around c. Although,
the GW speed constraints are only valid for astrophysical
sources, they are not technically applicable to primordial
gravitational waves. But they can be necessitated if we
are to let the external fields correspond to dark matter or
dark energy. Then we studied the evolution of these ten-
sor modes. Solving, the GW equation, we could see that
the modes have an oscillatory behaviour in the subhori-
zon limit. But, on superhorizon scales these modes were
nearly frozen in time. Further, we could get a nearly scale
invariant power spectrum.

An obvious next step in this analysis is the study of
vector and scalar perturbations, which will be dealt with
in the upcoming works. Another possible direction of in-
vestigation would be to treat the triplet of fields as dark
matter or dark energy and looking at their effects on the
recent universe.
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Appendix A Functions involved in the
evolution of slow roll parameters

f1n = −[α(−2− 2y + α+ δ(−1 + 2y − ϵ) + ϵ(2y − 2))(−2

− 6y + (−2 + 8y)δ + (1 + 2y − ϵ)ϵ)

− (2− 6y + α+ δ(1 + 2y − 2ϵ)

+ 4(−1 + y)ϵ)((−2 + 8y)δ3 + δ2(−7 + (2− 12y)ϵ)

+ α(−2 + 2(−1 + 6y)δ + (3− 6y)ϵ− 2ϵ2)

− 2ϵ(5− 3y + (1− 5y)ϵ+ 2(−1 + y)ϵ2)

+ δ(2− 18y) + 3(1 + 6y)ϵ+ 2ϵ3 − (1 + 4y)ϵ2)]

(92)

(93)
f1d = (−2 + ϵ)(α+ δ(−1 + 4y − ϵ)

+ 2(−1 + y − 2y2 + (−1 + y)ϵ))

= f2d

f2n = −2(−1 + 4y)δ3(−2 + 2y + ϵ)

+δ2(14(−1+y)+(11−28y+24y2)ϵ+2(−1+6y)ϵ2)

+ 2ϵ(−2(5− 8y + 3y2) + (3 + 9y − 10y2)ϵ

+(5−13y+4y2)ϵ2+2(−1+y)ϵ3)+δ(4−40y+36y2

+(4+48y−36y2)ϵ+(−5−24y+8y2)ϵ2+5ϵ3−2ϵ4)

+ α(−4(1 + 3y2) + 8(1− 2y + 2y2)ϵ+ (−7 + 8y)ϵ2

+ 2ϵ3 − 2δ(2− 12y + 4y2 + (−1 + 6y)ϵ)

(94)

References

1. A. Riotto, “Inflation and the theory of cosmological per-
turbations,” ICTP Lect. Notes Ser., vol. 14, pp. 317–413,
2003.

2. A. A. Starobinsky, “A New Type of Isotropic Cosmolog-
ical Models Without Singularity,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 91,
pp. 99–102, 1980.

3. T. Inagaki and H. Sakamoto, “Exploring the inflation of
F (R) gravity,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. D, vol. 29, no. 02,
p. 2050012, 2020.

4. X. Zhang, C.-Y. Chen, and Y. Reyimuaji, “A new modified
gravity framework to rescue inflationary models,” arXiv e-
prints, p. arXiv:2108.07546, Aug. 2021.

5. J. Sangtawee and K. Karwan, “Inflationary model in min-
imally modified gravity theories,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 104,
no. 2, p. 023511, 2021.

6. K. Bamba and S. D. Odintsov, “Inflationary cosmology
in modified gravity theories,” Symmetry, vol. 7, no. 1,
pp. 220–240, 2015.

7. S. Bhattacharjee, “Inflation in mimetic f(r,t) gravity,” New
Astronomy, vol. 90, p. 101657, 2022.

8. A. A. Starobinsky, “Multicomponent de Sitter (Inflation-
ary) Stages and the Generation of Perturbations,” JETP
Lett., vol. 42, pp. 152–155, 1985.

9. H. Abedi and A. M. Abbassi, “Primordial perturbations
in multi-scalar inflation,” JCAP, vol. 07, p. 049, 2017.

10. T. Kodama and T. Takahashi, “Relaxing inflation mod-
els with non-minimal coupling: A general study,” arXiv
e-prints, p. arXiv:2112.05283, Dec. 2021.

11. D. Wands, “Multiple field inflation,” Lect. Notes Phys.,
vol. 738, pp. 275–304, 2008.

12. J.-O. Gong, “End of multi-field inflation and the pertur-
bation spectrum,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 75, p. 043502, 2007.

13. J. Ohashi and S. Tsujikawa, “Observational constraints
on assisted k-inflation,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 83, p. 103522,
2011.

14. J. A. V’azquez, L. E. Padilla, and T. Matos, “Inflationary
cosmology: from theory to observations,” Revista Mexi-
cana de F́ısica E, 2020.

15. N. Bartolo, A. Ganz, and S. Matarrese, “Cuscuton Infla-
tion,” arXiv e-prints, p. arXiv:2111.06794, Nov. 2021.

16. L. Iacconi, M. Fasiello, H. Assadullahi, E. Dimastrogio-
vanni, and D. Wands, “Interferometer Constraints on the
Inflationary Field Content,” JCAP, vol. 03, p. 031, 2020.

17. Y. Akrami et al., “Planck 2018 results. X. Constraints on
inflation,” Astron. Astrophys., vol. 641, p. A10, 2020.

18. Y. Akrami et al., “Planck 2018 results. IX. Constraints on
primordial non-Gaussianity,” Astron. Astrophys., vol. 641,
p. A9, 2020.

19. D. Andriot and C. Roupec, “Further refining the de sitter
swampland conjecture,” Fortschritte der Physik, vol. 67,
p. 1800105, 02 2019.

20. T. D. Brennan, F. Carta, and C. Vafa, “The String Land-
scape, the Swampland, and the Missing Corner,” PoS,
vol. TASI2017, p. 015, 2017.

21. G. Obied, H. Ooguri, L. Spodyneiko, and C. Vafa,
“De Sitter Space and the Swampland,” arXiv e-prints,
p. arXiv:1806.08362, June 2018.

22. S. K. Garg and C. Krishnan, “Bounds on Slow Roll and
the de Sitter Swampland,” JHEP, vol. 11, p. 075, 2019.

23. W. H. Kinney, S. Vagnozzi, and L. Visinelli, “The zoo plot
meets the swampland: mutual (in)consistency of single-
field inflation, string conjectures, and cosmological data,”
Classical and Quantum Gravity, vol. 36, p. 117001, may
2019.

24. R. Kallosh, A. Linde, E. McDonough, and M. Scalisi, “dS
Vacua and the Swampland,” JHEP, vol. 03, p. 134, 2019.

25. A. Golovnev, V. Mukhanov, and V. Vanchurin, “Vector
Inflation,” JCAP, vol. 06, p. 009, 2008.

26. F. Darabi and A. Parsiya, “Vector inflation by kinetic
coupled gravity,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. D, vol. 23, no. 08,
p. 1450069, 2014.

27. O. Bertolami, V. Bessa, and J. Páramos, “Inflation with
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Chillón Gómez, “Inflationary universe in F (R) gravity
with antisymmetric tensor fields and their suppression dur-
ing its evolution,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 99, no. 6, p. 063506,
2019.

46. R. Rohm and E. Witten, “The antisymmetric tensor field
in superstring theory,” Annals of Physics, vol. 170, no. 2,
pp. 454–489, 1986.

47. A. M. Ghezelbash, “Kerr/CFT Correspondence in Low
Energy Limit of Heterotic String Theory,” JHEP, vol. 08,
p. 045, 2009.

48. M.-a. Watanabe, S. Kanno, and J. Soda, “The Nature
of Primordial Fluctuations from Anisotropic Inflation,”
Progress of Theoretical Physics, vol. 123, pp. 1041–1068,
06 2010.

49. J. Ohashi, J. Soda, and S. Tsujikawa, “Anisotropic non-
gaussianity from a two-form field,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 87,
p. 083520, Apr 2013.

50. A. Ito and J. Soda, “Designing anisotropic inflation with
form fields,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 92, p. 123533, Dec 2015.

51. D. J. Mulryne, J. Noller, and N. J. Nunes, “Three-form
inflation and non-Gaussianity,” JCAP, vol. 2012, p. 016,
Dec. 2012.

52. A. De Felice, K. Karwan, and P. Wongjun, “Stability of
the 3-form field during inflation,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 85,
p. 123545, 2012.

53. C. Germani and A. Kehagias, “P-nflation: generating cos-
mic Inflation with p-forms,” JCAP, vol. 03, p. 028, 2009.

54. T. S. Koivisto and N. J. Nunes, “Three-form cosmology,”
Phys. Lett. B, vol. 685, pp. 105–109, 2010.

55. S. Aashish, A. Ajith, S. Panda, and R. Thakur, “Inflation
with antisymmetric tensor field: new candidates,” JCAP,
vol. 04, no. 04, p. 043, 2022.

56. S. Dodelson, Modern Cosmology. Academic Press, Elsevier
Science, 2003.

57. A. J. Tishue and R. R. Caldwell, “Dark energy with a
triplet of classical U(1) fields,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 107,
no. 4, p. 043514, 2023.

58. K. Yamamoto, “Primordial fluctuations from inflation
with a triad of background gauge fields,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 85, p. 123504, Jun 2012.

59. H. Funakoshi and K. Yamamoto, “Primordial bispectrum
from inflation with background gauge fields,” Classical and
Quantum Gravity, vol. 30, p. 135002, jun 2013.

60. B. Altschul, Q. G. Bailey, and V. A. Kostelecky, “Lorentz
violation with an antisymmetric tensor,” Phys. Rev. D,
vol. 81, p. 065028, 2010.

61. M. Visser, Lorentzian wormholes: From Einstein to Hawk-
ing. 1995.

62. M. C. Guzzetti, N. Bartolo, M. Liguori, and S. Matarrese,
“Gravitational waves from inflation,” Riv. Nuovo Cim.,
vol. 39, no. 9, pp. 399–495, 2016.

63. K. A. Malik and D. Wands, “Cosmological perturbations,”
Phys. Rept., vol. 475, pp. 1–51, 2009.

64. A. A. Starobinsky, “Spectrum of relict gravitational ra-
diation and the early state of the universe,” JETP Lett.,
vol. 30, pp. 682–685, 1979.

65. L. F. Abbott and M. B. Wise, “Constraints on General-
ized Inflationary Cosmologies,” Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 244,
pp. 541–548, 1984.

66. V. Rubakov, M. Sazhin, and A. Veryaskin, “Graviton cre-
ation in the inflationary universe and the grand unification
scale,” Physics Letters B, vol. 115, no. 3, pp. 189–192, 1982.

67. R. Fabbri and M. Pollock, “The effect of primordially pro-
duced gravitons upon the anisotropy of the cosmologi-
cal microwave background radiation,” Physics Letters B,
vol. 125, no. 6, pp. 445–448, 1983.

68. S. Kundu, “Inflation with General Initial Conditions for
Scalar Perturbations,” JCAP, vol. 02, p. 005, 2012.

12


	Introduction
	The Minimal model
	Non minimal coupling
	Slow roll analysis
	Energy Constraints
	Perturbations
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Functions involved in the evolution of slow roll parameters

