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Abstract

We consider higher-dimensional uniform inflation, in which the extra dimensions

expand at the same rate as three-dimensional non-compact space during inflation.

We compute the cosmological perturbation in D + 4 dimensions and derive the

spectral index ns and the tensor-scalar ratio r. We analyze five inflationary models:

chaotic inflation, natural inflation, quartic hilltop inflation, inflation with sponta-

neously broken SUSY, and R2 inflation. By combining the results from these models

with the Planck 2018 constraints, we discuss that it is not desirable for the extra-

dimensional space to expand at the same rate as the three-dimensional non-compact

space, except for the case of one extra dimension.
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1 Introduction

Inflation [1] provides a solution to the problems Big Bang faces: mainly, the horizon

problem and the flatness problem (for a review, see [2–5]). The most interesting inflation-

ary model is slow-roll inflation. In this model, a scalar field called inflaton is introduced.

The potential of inflaton must be flat, and it is characterized by slow-roll parameters.

Although there are many models of slow-roll inflation [6], they must satisfy the Planck

2018 constraints [7, 8].

Recently, “higher-dimensional uniform inflation” [9, 10] was proposed. The idea is

that compact extra dimensions can acquire large size by higher-dimensional uniform in-

flation. This inflationary scenario is motivated by the cosmological hierarchy problem

(the hierarchy between particle physics and cosmology), rather than the electroweak hi-

erarchy problem [11–13]1. The cosmological hierarchy problem is related to the dark

dimension [17], based on the distance conjecture or swampland program [18] and several

experimental bounds. In the dark dimension proposal, the size of extra dimensions is

predicted in the range of 0.1µm to 10µm. On the other hand, the power spectrum of

primordial density fluctuations is consistent with cosmic microwave background (CMB)

observations for 1µm∼10µm size of one extra dimension [10, 19]. These results imply

that the higher-dimensional uniform inflation is strongly related to the dark dimension.

In the higher-dimensional uniform inflation scenario, the extra dimensions expand at

the same rate as three-dimensional non-compact space during inflation. Under this as-

sumption, the cosmological perturbations from five dimensions are studied in [20]. In [20],

it is pointed out that the spectral index ns and tensor-scalar ratio r from five dimensions

are modified from the standard four-dimensional case. Since ns and r are constrained by

ns-r contour in Planck 2018 results [8], we can determine whether an inflationary model

in higher dimensions is allowed or excluded if we specify the inflaton potential in higher

dimensions.

In this paper, we consider the (D + 4)-dimensional uniform inflation, where D is the

number of extra dimensions. Following [10], we require that the compact extra dimensions

expand at the same rate as three-dimensional non-compact space during inflation. We

compute the cosmological perturbation in D+4 dimensions and derive the spectral index

ns and the tensor-scalar ratio r. We analyze five inflationary models motivated by [8]:

chaotic inflation, natural inflation, quartic hilltop inflation, inflation with spontaneously

broken SUSY, and R2 inflation. We also compare our results with Planck 2018 data.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce our setup and define the

inflationary parameters in D+ 4 dimensions. We compute the cosmological perturbation

in D + 4 dimensions in section 3. At the end of this section, the spectral index and

tensor-scalar ratio in D+4 dimensions are summarized. In section 4, we analyze the five

1Inflation with large extra dimensions is studied in [14–16].
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inflationary models and compare the results with ns-r contour. We provide our conclusion

in section 5. Analysis of orbifold and the derivation of R2 inflation are summarized in

appendices.

2 Set up

2.1 Background metric and Friedmann equations

We consider (D + 4)-dimensional spacetime. The D-dimensional extra space is com-

pactified as S1 × S1 × · · ·S1 with the same radius. The (D + 4)-dimensional background

metric is given by

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2dx⃗2
3 + b(t)2dy⃗2D, (2.1)

where x⃗3 is the coordinate in three-dimensional directions and y⃗D is the coordinate in

extra-dimensional directions. a(t) and b(t) are the scale factors in three and extra dimen-

sions, respectively. We are interested in the case that the expansion coefficients of a(t)

and b(t) are the same. This situation is represented by

a(t) = a0e
Ht, b(t) = b0e

Ht ⇒ H =
ȧ

a
=

ḃ

b
, (2.2)

where H is Hubble parameter. Hereafter, we take a0 = 1 for simplicity. b0 is an initial

radius of the extra dimensions. Defining the conformal time τ = e−Ht/H, the metic (2.1)

has

ds2 = a2(τ)
(
− dt2 + dx⃗2

3 + b20dy⃗
2
D

)
. (2.3)

From the metric (2.3), we can derive Einstein equations or Friedmann equations with

the extra dimensions [10,14–16]. The results are given by

(D + 2)(D + 3)

2
H2 =

a2(τ)ρ

M2
pl

, (2.4)

(D + 2)

(
H′ +

D + 1

2
H2

)
= −a2(τ)p

M2
pl

, (2.5)

where H means the conformal Hubble parameter and the prime represents the derivative

of the conformal time τ . Mpl = 2.4 × 1018 GeV is the four-dimensional reduced Planck

mass. Introducing the Planck mass in D + 4 dimensions M∗, Mpl is related to M∗ as

M2
pl = bDMD+2

∗ . (2.6)

ρ and p are the energy density and the pressure, respectively. Note that the pressure

in the extra-dimensional directions (denoted pD) is equivalent to the pressure in three
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dimensions (denoted p3) since the Hubble rate is the same for a(t) and b(t). Therefore,

we denote p = p3 = pD. Combining Eq. (2.4) with Eq. (2.5), the useful formula is

obtained:

(D + 2)(H2 −H′) =
a2

M2
pl

(ρ+ p). (2.7)

From the conservation law of energy, we obtain

ρ′ + (D + 3)H(ρ+ p) = 0. (2.8)

2.2 Inflationary parameter in D + 4 dimensions

We introduce a single inflaton ϕ with a potential V (ϕ) in D+ 4 dimensions. 2 In this

section, we discuss arbitrary inflaton potentials, not specify the inflationary models. We

will discuss the specific models of inflation in a later section.

Introducing the inflaton, the energy density and the pressure are represented by

ρ =
(ϕ′)2

2a2
+ V, p =

(ϕ′)2

2a2
− V. (2.9)

Substituting Eq. (2.9) for Eq. (2.8), we get the equation of motion for inflaton as

ϕ′′ + (D + 2)Hϕ′ + a2(τ)Vϕ = 0, (2.10)

where Vϕ = dV/dϕ. In the slow-roll conditions (ϕ̇)2 ≪ V (ϕ), we introduce two slow-roll

parameters as

ϵ = 1− H′

H
, δ = 1− ϕ′′

Hϕ′ . (2.11)

Using Eqs. (2.4) and (2.10) with (ϕ̇)2 ≪ V (ϕ), we define the two potential slow-roll

parameters as

ϵV =
D + 2

4
M2

pl

(
Vϕ

V

)2

, ηV =
D + 2

2
M2

pl

Vϕϕ

V
. (2.12)

In the slow-roll regime, ϵ ≃ ϵV and δ = ηV − ϵV are satisfied. Note that inflation ends

when the slow-roll conditions are violated as ϵV (ϕend) ≈ 1.

The number of e-folds N∗ is defined by

N∗ ≡ ln
aend
a

=

∫ tend

t

Hdt =
2

(D + 2)M2
pl

∫ ϕ∗

ϕend

V

Vϕ

dϕ, (2.13)

2The inflaton ϕ has (D+ 2)/2 mass dimensions in D+ 4 dimensions. In this paper, we normalize the

inflaton to one mass dimension using the radius of the extra dimensions.
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where ϕ∗ corresponds to the field value of the CMB observation. According to CMB data,

one finds 40 ≤ N∗ ≤ 60. We note that the precise value of N∗ is estimated by the detail of

reheating after inflation. From Eqs. (2.2) and (2.13), we obtain bend = b0e
N∗ . Combining

Eq.(2.6) with bend, M∗ is expressed as

M∗ = (b0e
N∗)−D/(D+2)M

2/(D+2)
pl . (2.14)

Let us take bend ∼ 10µm for D = 1 and N∗ = 60, motivated by the dark dimension [17]

as an example. the initial radius is estimated by b0 ∼ 10−25 µm. The scale of b−1
0 roughly

becomes b−1
0 ∼ 1015GeV.

We comment on the end of inflation. After the inflation, the radion b must be stabi-

lized, while three-dimensional non-compact space follows the four-dimensional evolution.

We assume that the radion stabilization could be realized since it is beyond the scope of

this paper. The details of radion stabilization are discussed in [20].

2.3 Size of extra dimension and experimental constraint

The size of extra dimensions is bounded by the torsion balance experiments [21] for

D = 1, the constraint of the neutron star excess heat [22] for 2 ≤ D ≤ 4, and the

LHC results [23] for D = 5, 6. These restrictions can be converted to M∗ using Eq.

(2.6). Denoting the scale of experimental bounds as Mexp, M∗ must satisfy M∗ ≳ Mexp.

Assuming b0 = M−1
pl × 10γ, where γ is a parameter, e-folds N∗ is bounded by

N∗ ≲
D + 2

D
ln

(
Mpl

Mexp

)
− γ ln 10. (2.15)

The relation between the size of extra dimensions and e-folds is summarized in Table

1. In Table. 1, the scale of the size of extra dimension is estimated in the range of

40 ≤ N∗ ≤ 70. The symbol “×” means that b0 is smaller than Planck length.

Table 1: The relation between the size of extra dimensions and e-folds

Dimension D 1 2 3 4 5 6

Bound size [µm] 30 1.6× 10−4 2.6× 10−6 3.4× 10−7 2.1× 10−8 2.4× 10−9

Mexp [GeV] 3.4× 108 1.7× 106 7.6× 104 9.4× 103 6.4× 103 6.1× 103

γ(60 ≤ N∗ ≤ 70) 0 ≤ γ ≤ 3 × × × × ×
b−1
0 [GeV] 1015 ∼ 1018 × × × × ×

γ(50 ≤ N∗ ≤ 60) 4 ≤ γ ≤ 7 0 ≤ γ ≤ 2 γ ∼ 0 × × ×
b−1
0 [GeV] 1011 ∼ 1014 1016 ∼ 1018 1018 × × ×

γ(40 ≤ N∗ ≤ 50) 8 ≤ γ ≤ 9 3 ≤ γ ≤ 6 1 ≤ γ ≤ 5 0 ≤ γ ≤ 4 0 ≤ γ ≤ 3 0 ≤ γ ≤ 2

b−1
0 [GeV] 109 ∼ 1010 1012 ∼ 1015 1013 ∼ 1017 1014 ∼ 1018 1015 ∼ 1018 1016 ∼ 1018
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3 Cosmological perturbation in D + 4 dimensions

We extend the cosmological perturbation in four dimensions to D + 4 dimensions.

Cosmological perturbation in four dimensions has been reviewed in many references (for

example, see [3–5]). Cosmological perturbation in five dimensions has been studied in [20].

As mentioned in [20], the general formalism for the cosmological perturbations in brane

world theories has been studied [24–26].

3.1 Metric perturbations

The perturbed metric is given by

ds2 = a2(τ)
{
− (1 + 2Φ)dτ 2 + 2Bidτdx

i +
(
(1 + 2R)γij + Eij

)
dxidxj

+ 2Cmdτdy
m + 2Fimdx

idym + (b20 − Ξ)ηmndy
mdyn

}
, (3.1)

where i = 1, 2, 3 and m = 1, 2, · · ·D indicate the index in three and extra dimensions, re-

spectively. ηmn is a metric for extra-dimensional space. The perturbations Bi, Eij, Cm, Fim

can be decomposed into scalar, vector, and tensor modes like

Bi = ∂iB +B
(V )
i , Eij = 2∂i∂jE + ∂(iEj) + 2hij,

Cm = ∂mC + C(V )
m , Fim = ∂iFm + F

(V )
im , (3.2)

where ∂(iEj) = (∂iEj + ∂jEi)/2, ∂ihij = 0 and hi
i = 0. Thus, there are D + 6

scalar perturbations (Φ, B,R, E, C, Fm,Ξ), D+2 three-dimensional vector perturbations

(B
(V )
i , C

(V )
i , F

(V )
im ), one tensor perturbation hij. Since we are not interested in the vec-

tor perturbation in terms of the power spectrum, we will focus on the scalar and tensor

perturbations.

Denoted xM as xM = (xi, ym), the spacetime coordinate is transformed by xM →
xM +ξM . ξM can be also decomposed into ξM = (ξ0, ∂iξ(S)+ξi(V ), ∂mξ(S)+ξm(V )). Under

these coordinate transformations, the scalar perturbations transform as

Φ → Φ−Hξ0 − ξ0
′
, B → B + ξ0 − ξ(S)

′
, R → R−Hξ0, E → E − ξ(S),

C → C + ξ0 − b20ξ
(S)′, Fm → Fm − ∂mξ

(S) − b20ξm, Ξ → Ξ +Db20H′ξ0 + b20∂mξ
m,

(3.3)

which is derived by δgMN → δgMN − 2∇(MξN). The tensor perturbation is invariant to

the coordinate transformation.

We choose the gauge E = Fm = 0 to focus on the perturbation R. Moreover, we set

the perturbation for the inflaton δϕ = 0.3 This gauge choice is called a comoving gauge.

In this gauge, R is interpreted as the comoving curvature perturbation.

3The perturbation for the inflaton transforms as δϕ → δϕ− ϕ′ξ0.
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Finally, the perturbed metric (3.1) we deal with is reduced to

ds2 = a2(τ)
{
− (1 + 2Φ)dτ 2 + 2(∂iB)dτdxi +

(
(1 + 2R)γij + 2hij

)
dxidxj

+ 2(∂mC)dτdym + (b20 − 2Ξ)ηmndy
mdyn

}
. (3.4)

3.2 Einstein equations

Using Eq. (3.4), we write down the equations the perturbations follow from Einstein

equations. The results are obtained by performing the laborious calculations for the scalar

perturbations:

• 00 component

b20

(
(D + 2)H

[
− 3R′ + (D + 3)HΦ

]
+∆

[
2R+ (D + 2)HB

])
−D∆Ξ− D − 1

b20
∆(D)Ξ + 3∆(D)R+ (D + 2)H∆(D)C +D(D + 2)HΞ′ = −b20

a2

M2
pl

δρ.

(3.5)

• 0i component

b20

(
− 4R′ + 2(D + 2)HΦ

)
−∆(D)(B − C) + 2DΞ′ = 0. (3.6)

• 0m component

∂m∆(B − C)− 6∂mR′ + 2(D + 2)H∂mΦ + 2(D − 1)
∂mΞ

′

b20
= 0. (3.7)

• ii component

b20

[
− 2R′′ − 2(D + 2)HR′ + (D + 2)HΦ′ + (D + 2)

(
(D + 1)H2 + 2H′

)
Φ
]

+DΞ′′ +D(D + 2)HΞ′ −∆(D)

(
R+

Ξ

b20

)
= b20

a2

M2
pl

δp. (3.8)

• ij component (i ̸= j)

b20

[
B′ + (D + 2)HB + Φ+R

]
−DΞ = 0. (3.9)

• im component

b20

[
(D + 2)H∂m(B + C) + ∂m(B

′ + C ′ + 2Φ + 4R)
]
− 2(D − 1)∂mΞ = 0. (3.10)
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• mm component

b20

[
− 3R′′ − 3(D + 2)HR′ + (D + 2)HΦ′ + (D + 2)

(
(D + 1)H2 + 2H′

)
Φ
]

+ (D − 1)Ξ′′ + (D − 1)(D + 2)HΞ′ + b20∆

(
R+

Ξ

b20

)
= b20

a2

M2
pl

δp. (3.11)

• mn component (m ̸= n)

C ′ + (D + 2)HC + Φ+ 3R− (D − 2)
Ξ

b20
= 0. (3.12)

Here, we comment on a few things. The operators ∆,∆(D) are defined by ∆ = ∂i∂
i,

∆(D) = ∂m∂
m, respectively. To obtain Eqs. (3.8) and (3.11), we use Eqs. (3.9) and Eq.

(3.12). δρ and δp are represented by

δρ = δp = −(ϕ′)2

a2
Φ (3.13)

with the comoving gauge. For D = 0, 1, Eqs. (3.5)-(3.12) reproduce the equations of

scalar perturbations in four dimensions and five dimensions [20].

We also write down the equations of tensor perturbation. Calculating the ij component

of Einstein equation, which is less cumbersome than ones for the scalar perturbations, the

equation of hij has
4

h′′
ij + (D + 2)Hh′

ij −
(
∆+

∆(D)

b20

)
hij = 0. (3.14)

3.3 Scalar perturbations

Before investigating the power spectrum of the scalar perturbation, we mention the

Fourier transformation of a (D + 4)-dimensional field A(τ, xi, xm) as

A(τ, xi, xm) =

∫
d3k

∑
n⃗

An⃗(k, τ)e
ik⃗·x⃗3ein⃗·y⃗D , (3.15)

where k is a wave number, n⃗ = (n,n2 · · ·nD) and nm ∈ Z for m = 1, · · · , D. For a while,

we consider the fields in Fourier space. We also omit the subscript n⃗ in the fields to avoid

clutter. Thanks to the Fourier transformation, the operators ∆ and ∆(D) are replaced

with ∆ → −k2 and ∆(D) → −|n⃗|2, respectively. For convenience, we define mk,n as

m2
k,n = k2 +

|n⃗|2

b20
. (3.16)

4For D ≥ 2, we can consider the extra-dimensional tensor perturbation, denoted as emn. emn follows

the same equation of hij .
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We want to know the equation that the curvature perturbation R follows. However,

it’s hard to find this equation directly using Eqs.(3.5)-(3.12). To find R, we define two

new variables, including R and Ξ and derive the equations of two new variables. Then,

we find the curvature perturbation from two variables.

To define the first variable, we focus on Eqs. (3.8) and (3.11). These equations are

reduced to

R′′ + (D + 2)HR′ +
Ξ′′

b20
+ (D + 2)HΞ′

b20
−
(
∆+

∆(D)

b20

)(
R+

Ξ

b20

)
= 0. (3.17)

The first variable is defined by

Θ ≡ R+
Ξ

b20
, (3.18)

leading to the equation of Θ as

Θ′′ + (D + 2)HΘ′ −
(
∆+

∆(D)

b20

)
Θ = 0

⇒ Θ′′ + (D + 2)HΘ′ +m2
k,nΘ = 0. (3.19)

Defining the second variable is not straightforward. Following [20], HΦ and B − C

are expressed as

HΦ =
1

(D + 2)m2
k,n

[(
2m2

k,n +
|n⃗|2

b20

)
R′ −

(
Dm2

k,n −
|n⃗|2

b20

)
Ξ′

b20

]
, (3.20)

B − C = − 2

m2
k,n

(
R′ +

Ξ′

b20

)
= − 2

m2
k,n

Θ, (3.21)

using Eqs. (3.6) and (3.7). With reference to Eq. (3.20), we define the second variable as

Ω ≡ 1

(D + 2)m2
k,n

[(
2m2

k,n +
|n⃗|2

b20

)
R−

(
Dm2

k,n −
|n⃗|2

b20

)
Ξ

b20

]
. (3.22)

By definition, HΦ = Ω′ is satisfied. Leading to the equation of Ω is redundant. We note

the following strategy: differentiate both sides of Eq. (3.5) with respect to τ and use Eqs.

(3.9) and (3.12) during its calculation. After the calculation, we can obtain the equation

of Ω as

Ω′′ +

[
(D + 2)H +

2(H′)2 −HH′′

H(H2 −H′)

]
Ω′ +m2

k,nΩ = 0. (3.23)

From Eqs. (3.18) and (3.22), we obtain R as

Rk,n = Ωk,n +
1

(D + 2)m2
k,n

(
Dm2

k,n −
|n⃗|2

b20

)
Θk,n, (3.24)

where we restore the subscript k, n.
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3.4 Power spectrum: scalar

Performing the following variable transformations:

y = a(D+2)/2, θk,n = yΘk,n, z =
a(D+2)/2ϕ′

H
, ωk,n = zΩk,n, (3.25)

on Eqs. (3.19) and (3.23), we can obtain Mukhanov-Sasaki equations [2]. The results

have

θ′′k,n +

(
m2

k,n −
y′′

y

)
θk,n = 0, ω′′

k,n +

(
m2

k,n −
z′′

z

)
ωk,n = 0. (3.26)

Before looking at the solution to Eq. (3.26), we compute y′′/y and z′′/z as

y′′

y
≃ 1

τ 2

[
(D + 2)(D + 4)

4
+

(D + 2)(D + 3)

2
ϵ

]
, (3.27)

z′′

z
≃ 1

τ 2

[
(D + 2)(D + 4)

4
+

(D + 3)(D + 6)

2
ϵ− (D + 3)η

]
(3.28)

with H ≃ −(1 + ϵ)/τ . Based on these expressions, we define quantities νθ, νω as

y′′

y
≡ 1

τ 2

(
ν2
θ −

1

4

)
,

z′′

z
≡ 1

τ 2

(
ν2
ω − 1

4

)
. (3.29)

In detail, νθ and νω are computed as

νθ =
D + 3

2
+

D + 2

2
ϵ, νω =

D + 3

2
+

D + 6

2
ϵ− η. (3.30)

Combining Eq.(3.26) with Eq.(3.29), the equations are reduced to

f ′′ +

[
m2

k,n −
(
ν2
f −

1

4

)
1

τ 2

]
f = 0, (3.31)

where f = θk,n, ωk,n. Eq.(3.31) is equivalent to Bessel’s differential equation. Its solution

is given by

f(τ) =

√
π

4mk,n

√
−mk,nτe

iπ(νf+1/2)/2H(1)
νf

(−mk,nτ), (3.32)

in Bunch-Davis vacuum5. H
(1)
ν (x) is the first Hankel function. We consider the limit

where the (D+4)-dimensional modes exit the Hubble horizon, denoted as mk,nτ → 0. In

this limit, the asymptotic form of the solution (3.32) can be obtained as

fk(τ) → eiπ(νf−
1
2
)2νf−1

√
τ

π
Γ(νf )

1

(mk,nτ)νf
. (3.33)

5In the Bunch-Davis vacuum, the solution of Eq. (3.31) approaches a plane wave solution in the

short-wavelength limit. The coefficients that appear before the Hankel function are determined thanks

to these boundary conditions and normalization conditions. In detail, see [3–5].
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The power spectrum of Rk,n is defined by

PR(k) =
k3

2π2

∑
n⃗

|Rk,n|2, (3.34)

which needs the summation for the Kaluza-Klein (KK) modes. To compute the power

spectrum of Rk,n, we first calculate |Rk,n|2. Using Eqs. (3.24), (3.33), and the relation

ϕ′/H = Mpl

√
(D + 2)ϵ, |Rk,n|2 is computed as6

|Rk,n|2 ≃
1

aD+2M2
pl(D + 2)ϵ

τ

π

[
22νω−2Γ2(νω)

(mk,nτ)2νω
+

ϵ

D + 2

M2
pl

m4
k,n

(
Dm2

k,n −
|n⃗|2

b20

)2
22νθ−2Γ2(νθ)

(mk,nτ)2νθ

]
.

(3.35)

In the slow-roll regime, νω ≃ νθ ≃ (D + 3)/2, the power spectrum of PR is deformed as

PR(k) ≃
2DΓ2(D+3

2
)

π3(D + 2)ϵM2
pl

k3HD+2τD+3

×
∑
n⃗

[
1

(mk,nτ)2νω
+

ϵ

D + 2

M2
pl

m4
k,n

(
Dm2

k,n −
|n⃗|2

b20

)2
1

(mk,nτ)2νθ

]
. (3.36)

For convenience, we define Sν(x) as

Sν(x) ≡
∑
n⃗

1

(|n⃗|2 + x)ν
. (3.37)

Using Sν(x), the following form can be represented as∑
n⃗

1

(mk,n)2ν
= b2ν0 Sν((b0k)

2). (3.38)

Thus, PR can be expressed as

PR(k) ≃
2DΓ2(D+3

2
)

π3(D + 2)ϵM2
pl

bD0 (b0k)
3HD+2τD+3 ×

[
τ−2νωSνω((b0k)

2)

+
ϵM2

pl

D + 2
τ−2νθ

(
(D − 1)2Sνθ((b0k)

2) + 2(D − 1)(b0k)
2Sνθ+1((b0k)

2) + (b0k)
4Sνθ+2((b0k)

2)
)]

.

(3.39)

Although finding the analytic form of Sν(x
2) is hard, we can see the asymptotic form

in the limit x ≪ 1 or x ≫ 1. In the limit x ≪ 1, the contribution to the KK zero modes

n⃗ = 0⃗ is the largest in Sν(x
2). Thus, we understand Sν(x

2) in the x ≪ 1 limit as

Sν(x
2) ≃ 1

x2ν
(x ≪ 1). (3.40)

6Note that the cross term of θk,n and ωk,n is absent since they are expanded by different creation and

annihilation operators.
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On the other hand, the limit x ≫ 1 is not straightforward. First, using the integral

representation of Gamma function (Schwinger representation), Sν(x) can be deformed as

Sν(x
2) =

∑
n⃗

1

Γ(ν)

∫ ∞

0

dttν−1 exp
[
−(|n⃗|2 − x2)t

]
=

1

Γ(ν)

∫ ∞

0

dttν−1e−x2t

(
∞∑

n=−∞

e−n2t

)D

. (3.41)

To proceed with the calculation, we use the Poisson resummation formula:

∞∑
n=−∞

e−n2t =

√
π

t

∞∑
m=−∞

e−
π2

t
m2

. (3.42)

Substituting Eq. (3.42) for Eq. (3.41), one has

Sν(x
2) =

πD/2

Γ(ν)
xD−2ν

∑
n⃗

∫ ∞

0

duu
2ν−D

2
−1 exp

[
−u− 1

4u
(2πx|n⃗|)2

]
, (3.43)

where a change of variable u = x2t is performed. The integral part of Eq. (3.43) is

equivalent to the integral representation of the modified Bessel function of the second

kind as

Kν(z) =
1

2

(z
2

)−ν
∫ ∞

0

dttν−1 exp

[
−t− z2

4t

]
. (3.44)

Thus, Sν(x
2) can be expressed as

Sν(x
2) =

2πD/2

Γ(ν)
xD−2ν

∑
n⃗

(z
2

) 2ν−D
2

K 2ν−D
2

(z), (3.45)

where z = 2πx|n⃗|. Since we are interested in the behavior of Eq. (3.39), we deal with

νω ≃ νθ ≃ (D + 3)/2, νθ + 1 ≃ (D + 5)/2, and νθ + 2 ≃ (D + 7)/2 as ν. More generally,

it is sufficient to find the behaviors with the 2ν −D = 3, 5, 7 cases. The modified Bessel

functions of the second kind K3/2(z), K5/2(z), and K7/2(z) are analytically known. Thus,

the behaviors of (z/2)(2ν−D)/2K(2ν−D)/2(z) are summarized as(z
2

)3/2
K3/2(z) =

Γ(3/2)

2
(1 + z)e−z, (3.46)(z

2

)5/2
K5/2(z) =

Γ(5/2)

2

(
1 + z +

z2

3

)
e−z, (3.47)(z

2

)7/2
K7/2(z) =

Γ(7/2)

2

(
1 + z +

2z2

5
+

z3

15

)
e−z, (3.48)

In the limit x ∼ z ≫ 1, the terms like (polynomials of z)×e−z can be ignored. Therefore,

the behavior of Sν(x
2) in the limit x ≫ 1 is

Sν(x
2) ≃

πD/2Γ
(
ν − D

2

)
Γ(ν)

xD−2ν
∑
n⃗

e−2πx|n⃗| ≃
πD/2Γ

(
ν − D

2

)
Γ(ν)

xD−2ν , (3.49)
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where note that e−2πx|n⃗| with n⃗ ̸= 0⃗ is exponentially suppressed.

We summarize the power spectrum of curvature perturbation. We note that we use

a(τ) = −1/(Hτ). In the limit b0k ≪ 1, PR behaves as

PR(k) ≃
2DΓ2

(
D+3
2

)
π3(D + 2)ϵM2

pl

HD+2

kD

[(
k

aH

)−(D+6)ϵ+2η

+
D

D + 2
ϵM2

pl

(
k

aH

)−(D+2)ϵ
]
. (3.50)

In the limit b0k ≫ 1, PR behaves as

PR(k) ≃
2D−1π

D−5
2 Γ

(
D+3
2

)
(D + 2)ϵM2

pl

bD0 H
D+2

[(
k

aH

)−(D+6)ϵ+2η

+
f(D)

D + 2
ϵM2

pl

(
k

aH

)−(D+2)ϵ
]
,

(3.51)

where

f(D) = (D − 1)2 +
6(D − 1)

D + 3
+

15

(D + 3)(D + 5)
. (3.52)

We reproduce the power spectrum in four dimensions in the result (3.51) with D = 0.

Similarly, we replicate the power spectrum in five dimensions [20] from Eqs. (3.50) and

(3.51) with D = 1.

3.5 Power spectrum: tensor

The equation of hij is the same as Eq. (3.19) in Fourier space, denoted as hk,n:ij.

Performing the variable transformation vk,n:ij = yhk,n:ij, where y = a(D+2)/2, we obtain

v′′k,n:ij +

(
m2

k,n −
y′′

y

)
vk,n:ij = 0. (3.53)

The solution of this equation is given by Eq. (3.32) with f = vk,n:ij.

The power spectrum of Ph is defined by

Ph =
k3

2π2

2 · 4
M2

pl

∑
n⃗

|hij|2, (3.54)

where the factor of 2 comes from the two polarizations and 4/M2
pl is a normalization

factor. The results have

Ph(k) ≃



2D+3Γ2
(
D+3
2

)
π3M2

pl

HD+2

kD

(
k

aH

)−(D+2)ϵ

(b0k ≪ 1)

2D+2π
D−5
2 Γ

(
D+3
2

)
M2

pl

bD0 H
D+2

(
k

aH

)−(D+2)ϵ

(b0k ≫ 1).

(3.55)

The results (3.55) also reproduce the power spectrum of tensor perturbation in four di-

mensions and five dimensions.
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3.6 Spectral index and tensor-scalar ratio

We can lead to the spectral index ns, tensor-scalar ratio r, and the scalar amplitude As

from the power spectrum of scalar and tensor perturbations in D + 4 dimensions. Their

definitions are given by

PR = As

(
k

k∗

)ns−1

, r =
Ph

PR
. (3.56)

According to Planck 2018 results [7, 8], the spectral index, tensor-scalar ratio, and the

scalar amplitude are reported as

ns = 0.9649± 0.0042, r < 0.10, ln(1010As) = 3.044± 0.014, (3.57)

where the bound of r is given at the pivot scale k∗ = 0.002 Mpc−1.

Note that ϵ ≃ ϵV ≪ 1, the spectral index can be read from Eqs. (3.50) and (3.51) as

ns = 1− (D + 6)ϵV + 2ηV −D, (b0k ≪ 1) (3.58)

ns = 1− (D + 6)ϵV + 2ηV (b0k ≫ 1). (3.59)

The spectral index is not close to one in the limit b0k ≪ 1 with D ≥ 1. This limit means

that there is no scale invariance. The spectral index in the limit b0k ≫ 1 has a possibility

to be compatible with Planck 2018 result. Hereafter, we assume the b0k ≫ 1 case.

From Eqs. (3.51) and (3.55), tensor-scalar ratio can be computed as

r = 8(D + 2)ϵV . (3.60)

By definition, the scalar amplitude can be obtained as

As =
2D−1π

D−5
2 Γ

(
D+3
2

)
(D + 2)ϵM2

pl

bD0 H
D+2. (3.61)

Using Eqs.(2.4) and (2.9) in the slow-roll regime, the inflaton potential V (ϕ) can be

represented as

V =
(D + 2)(D + 3)

8

(
rAsM

D+4
pl

π
D−5
2 Γ

(
D+3
2

)
bD0

) 2
D+2

. (3.62)

Combining r < 0.10 with Eq.(3.62), the upper bound of the energy scale of inflaton

can be derived. Taking D = 1 and N∗ = 60 as an example of the dark dimension

(b−1
0 ∼ 1015GeV), the energy scale of inflaton is the order of 1016GeV.

Here, we comment on the orbifold. If we consider the orbifold as the extra-dimensional

space like S1/Z2 × S1/Z2 × S1/Z2, the asymptotic behaviors of Eqs. (3.40) and (3.49)

are slightly changed. In appendix A, we discuss the behaviors of Sν(x
2) with orbifold. As

a result, the spectral index and tensor-scalar ratio are independent of the effects of the

orbifold. However, the scalar amplitude is affected by the orbifold by a factor of 1/2D.

The factor 1/2D is interpreted with the number of the KK spectrum projected out.
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4 Examples

In the previous section, we obtained the spectral index ns and tensor-scalar ratio r in

D + 4 dimensions. In this section, we investigate five inflationary models, motivated by

Fig. 8 from [8]. If you want to see other models, see [6].

4.1 Chaotic inflation

Chaotic inflation [27] is the simplest model, which has the power law potential as

V (ϕ) =
λ

n
ϕn, (4.1)

where n > 0 and λ is a coupling. Calculating the slow-roll parameters, we have

ϵV =
n2(D + 2)

4

(
Mpl

ϕ

)2

, ηV =
n(n− 1)(D + 2)

2

(
Mpl

ϕ

)2

. (4.2)

Performing the integral in the number of e-folds, N∗ becomes

N∗ =
1

n(D + 2)M2
pl

(ϕ2
∗ − ϕ2

end). (4.3)

Taking into account the condition when inflation ends, ϕ∗ has the form

ϕ∗ =
Mpl

2

√
n(D + 2)(4N∗ + n). (4.4)

From Eqs. (4.2) and (4.4), ns and r are represented as

ns = 1− n(D + 2) + 4

4N∗ + n
, r = 8(D + 2)

n

4N∗ + n
. (4.5)

Taking n = 2 and D = 1 as an example, we get ns = 0.9505 and r = 0.24 at N∗ = 50,

and ns = 0.9587 and r = 0.20 at N∗ = 60. These results are excluded from Planck 2018

results. More generally, the chaotic inflationary model with n ≥ 2 and D ≥ 1 is excluded.

The remaining possibility is the case of n ≤ 1 and D ≥ 1. Fig. 1 shows the results of

chaotic inflation with n = 1 and D ≥ 1. As can be seen from Fig. 1, only the case with

D = 1 is within the allowed region at CL 95%, which is computed by ns = 0.9652 and

r = 0.12 at N∗ = 50, and ns = 0.9710 and r = 0.10 at N∗ = 60.

Dotted lines in the original ns-r plot from [7] show the trajectories of the approximately

constant N∗ in chaotic inflation. These dotted lines can be represented as

r ≃ −8ns + 8

(
1− 1

N∗

)
. (4.6)

Our results seem to follow these dotted lines. This is not a coincidence. Eq. (4.2) with

n = 1 can be approximately reduced to Eq. (4.6).
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Figure 1: Chaotic inflation with n = 1. Small and large red circles represent N∗ = 50 and

N∗ = 60, respectively. ns-r plot is taken from [7].

4.2 Natural inflation

The idea of natural inflation [28,29] is that the inflaton is regarded as pseudo Nambu

Goldstone boson. In this model, the potential has

V (ϕ) = V0

(
1 + cos

(
ϕ

f

))
, (4.7)

where f is a spontaneous breaking scale. Calculating the slow-roll parameters, one has

ϵ =
D + 2

4

(
Mpl

f

)2 1− cos ϕ
f

1 + cos ϕ
f

, η = −D + 2

2

(
Mpl

f

)2 cos ϕ
f

1 + cos ϕ
f

. (4.8)

The number of e-folds can be obtained as

N∗ =
2f 2

(D + 2)M2
pl

ln
1− cos ϕend

f

1− cos ϕ∗
f

. (4.9)

From N∗ and the condition ϵ(ϕend) = 1, cos(ϕ∗/f) is derived as

cos
ϕ∗

f
= 1− 2

D+2
4

(
Mpl

f

)2
+ 1

exp

[
−D + 2

2

(
Mpl

f

)2

N∗

]
(4.10)

Thus, we obtain the spectral index and tensor-scalar ratio as

ns = 1− D + 2

4

(
Mpl

f

)2 (D + 6)− (D + 2) cos ϕ∗
f

1 + cos ϕ∗
f

, (4.11)
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r = 2(D + 2)2
(
Mpl

f

)2 1− cos ϕ∗
f

1 + cos ϕ∗
f

(4.12)
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(a) Natural inflation: D = 1
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(b) Natural inflation: D = 2

Figure 2: Natural inflation with D = 1, 2. Our results represent purple lines. ns-r plot is taken

from [7].

We show the results of natural inflation with D = 1, 2 in Fig. 2. As Mpl/f gets larger,

the purple curves go down to the left since both ns and r decrease. In both cases with

D = 1, 2, natural inflation is excluded. More generally, the natural inflation model with

D ≥ 1 and N∗ ≤ 60 is excluded. Only the case with D = 1 and 60 < N∗ ≤ 70 is within

the allowed region at CL 95%. Taking f = 8Mpl as a representative value (the dot in Fig.

2 (a)), we obtain ns = 0.9627 and r = 0.067 at N∗ = 70.

4.3 Quartic hilltop inflation

Hilltop inflation [30–32] has the following potential:

V (ϕ) = V0

(
1− ϕp

µp
+ · · ·

)
, (4.13)

where p ≥ 3 and µ is a parameter with a mass dimension, and the ellipsis indicates

higher-order terms. In this analysis, we do not take the higher-order terms into account.

Slow-roll parameters are calculated as

ϵ =
D + 2

4
M2

pl

p2

ϕ2

(
ϕp

µp

1− ϕp

µp

)2

, η = −D + 2

2
M2

pl

p(p− 1)

ϕ2

ϕp

µp

1− ϕp

µp

. (4.14)

The specific form of N∗ has

N∗ =
ϕ2

p(D + 2)M2
pl

(
1 +

2

p− 2

(
ϕ

µ

)−p
)∣∣∣∣∣

ϕ∗

ϕend

. (4.15)
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With reference to [8], we investigate the quartic hilltop inflation, which is the case with

p = 4. Here, µ4 is replace with M4
pl/λ. Note that the coupling λ is dimensionless. We

must pay attention to the contribution to ϕend [33]. Taking this contribution into account,

the slow-roll parameters are represented as

ϵ =
D + 2

4Ni

z2f 3(z)

[1− zf(z)]2
, η = −3(D + 2)

4Ni

zf(z)

1− zf(z)
, (4.16)

where z and f(z) are defined as

z = 16λN2, f(z) = 1−
√

1− 1

z
, (4.17)

and N is defined as

N ≡ 1

4(D + 2)λ

[(
ϕ∗

Mpl

)−2

+ λ

(
ϕ∗

Mpl

)2
]
. (4.18)

The spectral index and tensor-scalar ratio are calculated as

ns = 1− D + 2

4Ni

zf(z)

[1− zf(z)]2

(
2(D + 3)zf(z)−D

)
, (4.19)

r = 512(D + 2)2λ2 N3
i f

3(z)

[1− zf(z)]2
, (4.20)

using Eq. (4.16). Eqs. (4.19) and (4.20) with D = 0 and λ ≪ 1 reproduce chaotic

inflation with D = 0 and n = 1, that is ns = 1− 3/(2N∗) and r = 4/N∗.
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Figure 3: Quartic hilltop inflation with D = 1, 2. Our results represent green lines. ns-r plot

is taken from [7].

We show the results of quartic hilltop inflation with D = 1, 2 in Fig. 3. As λ increases

to λ ∼ 10−2, the green curves go down to the left. As in the natural inflation model, the
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quartic hilltop inflation with D = 1, 2 is excluded. More generally, quartic hilltop inflation

with D ≥ 1 and N∗ ≤ 60 is excluded. Only the case with D = 1 and 60 < N∗ ≤ 70 is

within the allowed region at CL 95%. Taking λ = 10−6 as a representative value (the dot

in Fig. 3 (a)), we obtain ns = 0.9616 and r = 0.054 at N∗ = 70.

4.4 Spontaneously broken SUSY model

Inflation with spontaneously broken SUSY [34] is motivated by the low-scale SUSY

model. Its potential is given by

V (ϕ) = V0

[
1 + αh ln

ϕ

Mpl

]
, (4.21)

where αh is a parameter. This parameter is roughly the loop factor. Calculating the

slow-roll parameters, we have

ϵ =
D + 2

4

(
αhMpl

ϕ

)2
1

(1 + αh ln
ϕ

Mpl
)2
, η = −D + 2

2

(
Mpl

ϕ

)2
αh

1 + αh ln
ϕ

Mpl

. (4.22)

Performing the integral in N∗, we obtain

N∗ =
2

(D + 2)αhM2
pl

{
1

2
ϕ2

(
1 + αh ln

ϕ

Mpl

)
− αh

4
ϕ2

}∣∣∣∣∣
ϕ∗

ϕend

. (4.23)

ϕ∗ is approximately represented as

ϕ∗ ≃

√
(D + 2)αhN∗

1− 1
2
αh

Mpl. (4.24)

Therefore, ns and r are

ns = 1− 1

N∗

(
1− αh

2

)
(1 + αh ln

ϕ∗
Mpl

)2

(
D + 6

4
αh + 1 + αh ln

ϕ∗

Mpl

)
, (4.25)

r = 2(D + 2)αh

(
1− αh

2

)
(1 + αh ln

ϕ∗
Mpl

)2
. (4.26)

In this model, the tensor-scalar ratio r predicts a very small value as αh decreases.

However, regardless of the influence of dimensions, ns ≈ 0.980 at N∗ = 50 and ns = 0.983

at N∗ = 60 are obtained if we take αh ≤ 10−1. Therefore, the inflationary model with

spontaneously broken SUSY is not revived.
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4.5 R2 inflation

R2 inflation [35] is the most supported model in the inflationary models by Planck

2018 results. Starting from (D + 4)-dimensional theory, we derive the potential as

V (ϕ) = V0 exp

[
D√

(D + 2)(D + 3)

ϕ

Mpl

](
1− exp

[
−
√

D + 2

D + 3

ϕ

Mpl

])2

. (4.27)

Note that this potential with D = 0 reproduces the original Starobinsky type potential

V ∝ (1− e−
√

2/3ϕ/Mpl)2. The derivation of Eq. (4.27) is summarized in appendix B. The

slow-roll parameters in this model are calculated as

ϵ =

(
(D + 4) +D exp

[√
D+2
D+3

ϕ
Mpl

])2
4(D + 3)

(
1− exp

[√
D + 2

D + 3

ϕ

Mpl

])−2

, (4.28)

η =
1

2(D + 3)

(
(D + 4)2 − 8 exp

[√
D + 2

D + 3

ϕ

Mpl

]
+D2 exp

[
2

√
D + 2

D + 3

ϕ

Mpl

])

×

(
1− exp

[√
D + 2

D + 3

ϕ

Mpl

])−2

. (4.29)

From the condition when inflation ends, ϕend/Mpl is derived as

ϕend

Mpl

=

√
D + 3

D + 2
ln

(
D + 6 + 4

√
D + 3

6−D

)
, (4.30)

which is solved under the condition of −2 < D < 6.

Considering D > 0, the slow-roll parameters converge to finite values in the limit

ϕ/Mpl → ∞. The results have

ϵ → D2

4(D + 3)
, η → D2

2(D + 3)

(
ϕ

Mpl

→ ∞
)
. (4.31)

These finite values are the lowest in ϕ/Mpl > 0. Thus, the spectral index and tensor-scalar

ratio are summarized in

ns → 1− D2(D + 2)

4(D + 3)
, r → 2D2(D + 2)

D + 3
, (4.32)

in the limit ϕ/Mpl → ∞. Even in the D = 1 case, we get ns = 0.8125 and r = 1.5. Thus,

R2 inflation with expanded extra dimensions is excluded.

5 Conclusion

We have considered the (D+4) dimensional inflation, which causes three-dimensional

non-compact space and D-dimensional extra space to expand uniformly. In our setup,
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we have defined the two potential slow-roll parameters by Eq. (2.12) and e-folds by Eq.

(2.13). We have also computed the cosmological perturbations in D + 4 dimensions.

From the power spectrums of scalar perturbation and tensor perturbation, we have read

the spectral index and tensor-scalar ratio as ns = 1− (D+6)ϵV +2ηV and r = 8(D+2)ϵV
in the limit b0k ≫ 1. Finally, we analyze five typical inflationary models and compare

the results with Planck 2018 constraint.

Of the five inflationary models, chaotic inflation (n ≥ 2), natural inflation, and quartic

hilltop inflation with D ≥ 1 and N∗ ≤ 60 are excluded. As seen from Fig. 1, the chaotic

inflation with n ≤ 1 and D = 1 is within the allowed region at CL 95%. In Fig. 2,

the natural inflation with D = 1 and 60 < N∗ ≤ 70 is within the allowed region at CL

95%. In Fig. 3, the quartic hilltop inflation with D = 1 and 60 < N∗ ≤ 70 is within the

allowed region at CL 95%. We have also analyzed the remaining two cases: inflation with

spontaneously broken SUSY and R2 inflation. Even if we consider the contributions from

the extra dimensions, inflation with spontaneously broken SUSY remains excluded. On

the other hand, analyzing the R2 inflation in D + 4 dimensions, we have found that R2

inflation is excluded in our setup.

In our analysis, there are two perspectives. First, Planck 2018 constraint supports

that the universe with D-dimensional compact space only expands in three-dimensional

non-compact space, not D-dimensional compact space. Although the superstring theory,

a candidate for quantum gravity, predicts that our universe has ten dimensions, it is

a mystery why the expansion of extra-dimensional space is not favored. Second, our

results suggest that only one extra dimension can be expanded, as mentioned in [10]. The

expansion of one extra dimension would imply the dark dimension proposal [17]. It would

be very interesting to explore these perspectives further. We will come back to these

issues in the future.

Although inflation with spontaneously broken SUSY and R2 inflation are excluded

from our results, it would be worthwhile to reconsider these two models theoretically

and phenomenologically. For the inflation with spontaneously broken SUSY, we applied

the four-dimensional potential of the SUSY model for simplicity. With the appropriate

potential in higher dimensions, this model may be revived. For R2 inflation, the model

may satisfy Planck 2018 constraint if we add Rn with n ≥ 3 to the (D + 4)-dimensional

action [36]. Revisiting two inflationary models in higher-dimensional uniform inflation is

left for future work.

It would also be interesting to revisit another inflationary model in the higher-

dimensional uniform inflation. One example is extranatural inflation [37, 38]. 7 In this

model, the inflaton is identified with the extra component of gauge fields. This model

may be able to simultaneously consider the higher-dimensional uniform inflation and the

radion stabilization we do not discuss. Moduli inflation [44–48] is also interesting infla-

7Another inflationary models from higher-dimensional gauge theories are studied in [39–43].
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tionary model. In this model, the modulus field is a candidate of the inflaton. Modular

symmetry and the modulus are well-motivated by higher-dimensional theories such as the

superstring theory. Exploring the extranatural inflation and the moduli inflation is also

left for future work.
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A Power spectrum with orbifold

In this appendix, we consider the orbifold S1/Z2 × S1/Z2 × · · ·S1/Z2 for simplicity.

The behaviors of Sν(x) defined by Eq. (3.37) would be changed. If we consider that all

KK zero modes are projected out, the summation in Sν(x) is changed as

Sν(x) ≡
∑
n̸⃗=0⃗

1

(|n⃗|2 + x)ν
. (A.1)

Let’s consider the Sν(x
2) in the limit x ≪ 1 and x ≫ 1. First, we consider the limit

x ≪ 1. In this limit, Sν(x
2) becomes a constant. In fact, Sν(x

2) with D = 1 and x ≪ 1

can be understood by zeta function ζ(2ν). Thus, the behavior of Sν(x) is understood as

Sν(x
2) ≃ cD (x ≪ 1), (A.2)

where cD is a constant.

Next, we consider the limit x ≫ 1. The basic method is the same as in section 3.4.

The only difference from section 3.4 is that we use the following Poisson resummation

formula:

∞∑
n=1

e−n2t = −1

2
+

1

2

√
π

t

∞∑
m=−∞

e−
π2

t
m2

. (A.3)

Using Eqs. (3.41) and (A.3), we obtain

Sν(x
2) =

1

Γ(ν)

∫ ∞

0

dttν−1e−x2t

(
−1

2
+

1

2

√
π

t

∞∑
n=−∞

e−
π2

t
n2

)D

=
1

Γ(ν)

∫ ∞

0

dttν−1e−x2t

(−1

2

)D

+ · · ·+

(
1

2

√
π

t

∞∑
n=−∞

e−
π2

t
n2

)D
 . (A.4)
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Of all terms in Eq. (A.4), we focus on the first term and calculate

Sν(x
2) =

(−1)D

2DΓ(ν)

∫ ∞

0

dttν−1e−x2t =

(
−1

2

)D
1

x2ν
(A.5)

The contribution to 1/x2ν is smaller than the contribution to 1/x2ν−D in the limit x ≫ 1.

The same discussion applies to the other terms except for the last term in Eq. (A.4).

Therefore, we conclude the behaviors of Sν(x
2) with orbifold as

Sν(x
2) ≃

πD/2Γ
(
ν − D

2

)
2DΓ(ν)

xD−2ν (x ≫ 1) (A.6)

The difference between Eq. (3.49) and Eq. (A.6) is the factor of 1/2D. This factor can

be interpreted with the number of the KK spectrum projected out.

B The derivation of the R2 inflationary potential in

D + 4 dimensions

Following [36], we derive the R2 inflationary potential in D+4 dimensions. The action

is given by

S =
MD+2

∗
2

∫
d4xdDy

√
−g

(
R +

R2

M2

)
≡ MD+2

∗
2

∫
d4xdDy

√
−gf(R), (B.1)

where M is a constant with the dimension of a mass. Here, we define F (R) by

F (R) ≡ ∂f

∂R
= 1 +

2R

M2
. (B.2)

Using F (R), the action can be deformed as

S =
MD+2

∗
2

∫
d4xdDy

√
−g

[
FR−

(
R

M

)2
]
. (B.3)

Performing a conformal transformation as

g̃MN = Ω2(x)gMN = e2ω(x)gMN , (B.4)

we obtain [36]

√
−g = Ω−(D+4)

√
−g̃, (B.5)

R ⊃ Ω2
[
R̃− (D + 3)(D + 2)g̃MN∂Mω∂Nω

]
, (B.6)
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where the linear term of Ω or ω is ignored in Eq. (B.6). The action performed by

conformal transformation is represented as

S =

∫
d4xdDy

√
−g̃

[
MD+2

∗
2

F

ΩD+2

(
R̃− (D + 3)(D + 2)g̃MN∂Mω∂Nω

)
− U(ω)

]
,

(B.7)

U(ω) =
MD+2

∗
2ΩD+4

(
R

M

)2

. (B.8)

Denoting the metric in four dimensions as g̃4D,
√
−g can be factorized into

√
−g =√

−g4DbD. Using Eq. (2.14), the action can be rewritten as

S =

∫
d4xdDy

√
−g̃4D

[
M2

pl

2

F

ΩD+2

(
R̃− (D + 3)(D + 2)g̃MN∂Mω∂Nω

)
− V (ω)

]
,

(B.9)

V (ω) =
1

2ΩD+4

(
Mpl

M

)2

R2. (B.10)

To make the kinetic terms of R̃ and ω, we require

ΩD+2 = F, ϕ(x) =
√
(D + 2)(D + 3)Mplω(x) (B.11)

in Eq. (B.9). The result has

S =

∫
d4xdDy

√
−g̃4D

[
M2

pl

2
R̃− 1

2
g̃MN∂Mϕ∂Nϕ− V (ϕ)

]
. (B.12)

Under the canonical normalization, we derive the the potential of ϕ as

V (ϕ) = V0 exp

[
D√

(D + 2)(D + 3)

ϕ

Mpl

](
1− exp

[
−
√

D + 2

D + 3

ϕ

Mpl

])2

, (B.13)

where we put V0 = M2M2
pl/8. The ϕ is regarded as the inflaton. This potential with

D = 0 is reduced to V ∝ (1 − e−
√

2/3ϕ/Mpl)2, which reproduces the original Starobinsky

type potential.
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